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^ PREFACE. 



The inquirieB respecting the Identity of the Author 
of the Letters of Junius having terminated without 
the expectations of diacovery so repeatedly held out 
to the Public being realized,— Sir Philip Francis 
having died and made no sign, — and the three seals 
which secure the mysterious Box at Stowe still 
remaining • unbroken, — ^the proper period seems to 
have arrived for reviewing the whole controversy, 
and treating the subject historically. This has been 
attempted in the present work; which will be found 
to contain all the information that could be collected 
respecting Junius and his Works, wiUi some 

I" account of the Fai^e Jxtniuses, and a more minute 
and critical examination of the claims of ihkbe 

' iNDiviDtiALS, whose pretensions have been the sub- 

ject of much serious diecussion. 

In executing this design, the statements and argu- 
ments of the advocates of the different suspected 
persons have generally been given in their own 



language, to obviate any suBpicion of mia-represen- 
tation; but in commenting upon theii lucubrations, 
tlie Reviewer has assumed the privilege of stating his 
own views,' and expressing his sentimentB, freely and 
without reserve. 

Whether the conclusions at which he has arrived 
from a carefiil investigation of the whole case, be cor- 
rect or not, must be left to the decision of a tribunal 
that seldom pronounces an erroneous judgment; but 
from whose deciaion, whether right or wrong, he 
is aware there can be no appeal ; namely — Public 
Opinion. 
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THE INVESTIGATORS OF JUNIUS. 



Thb questioD respecting the Author of Juniiu'g Letters is thought, 

wc believe, by philoBophers, to be one of more curiosity than 
importance. We are very far from pretending that the happiness 
of mankind is materially interested in its determination. But it 
must be viewed osapoint of literaiy history; and among dis- 
cussions of tliia description it ranks very high. That the com- 
munity has long taken an extraordinary interest in Ihis question, 
that a great and universal curiogi^ has been felt to know who 
wrote the letters, seems quite sufficient to justify a good deal of 
puns in the research, and satisfaction in the discovery. 

Edinburgh Reviea, vol. xxix. p. 94. 

Surely the question about Junius is in itself far more important 

than the question about the Epistles of Fhalaris; and who ever 

blamed Bentley, for wasting over it oil and ink, laboiu: and time. 

Mr. E. H. Baritr'i Preface, p. 43. 

The chancea of discoveries being made are multiplied in pro- 
portion to the number of those who become Investigators. 

Printing Machine. 
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CHAPTER I. 

Inquiry whether Junius was the "sole depository of hU own 
secret," — Remarks on the Correspondence between Junius 
and Wilkee, — Mr. Cumberland's opinion of Junius. — The 
consequences of the numerous unsuccessfiil attempts to 
discover Junius on public opinion. — Ample materials for 
making the discovery, now before the pubhc. — Reasons why 
Junins's descendants cannot be expected to divulge the secret 
— An account of Woodfall's complete Edition of Junius's 
Letters; and of the Publications advocating the claims of 
the various candidates for the Authorship of the Letters. — 
Particulars of the investigBtionB instituted by Messrs. Wilkes 
and Butler, and by Dr. Good, and their concluuons respect- 
ing the Characteristics of Junius. — The relative merits of 
these mvestigators examined. — Observations oi 
between Junius and Woodfall. 
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THE INVESTIGATORS OF JUNIUS. 



" I would pursue him through life, onff try the last exertion of 
my abihlieg, to preserve the perishable infamy of his name, and 
make it Immortal," 



SnfiH are the tenne of deBperate revea^e, in which the 
stem and vindictive Janius threatened to hunt down and 
devote to eternal infamy the chief object of his inveterate 
hatred — the Dnke of Grafton, while he fancied himself 
securely veiled in clouds and darkness. For in the 
dedication of his great work to the English nation, 
with affected humility, but real am^ance, Junius thus 
speaks of himself : "If I am a vain man, my gratification 
lies within a narrow circle — I am the sole depository of 
my own secret, and it shall perish with me." At his 
appointed hour, this proud boaster doubtless departed 
hence, and was no more seen ; and the mortal frame 
which once contained that lofty spirit, before whose 
withering sarcasms and fierce invectives, nobles and 
princes had crouched and trembled, mouldered in the 
grave — but whether his " secret perished with him," as 
he had predicted, will form the subject of onr present 
inquiry. 

In a private letter to Mr. Wilkes, Junius says, " I am 
willing to accept so much of your friendship as. you can 
impart to a man whom you will assuredly never know- 
besides every personal consideration, if I were known, I 
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4 TUB INTESTIOATORH 

conld no longer be a neeful servant to the public. At 
present, there is something oracular in the delivery of 
my opinions. I speak from a recess which no human 
curiosity can penetrate, and darkness we are told, is one 
source of the sublime. The mystery of Junius increases 
his importance." 

The above oracular response was evidently thrown out 
to overawe and deter the frail mortal with whom this 
demigod condescended to hold converse, from prying into 
the mystery of his identity; and the language used by the 
bold and able demagogue to whom this awful declaration 
was made, when addressing the unknown god of his 
political idolatry, is not a little remarkable. 

It will be observed, and probably not without sur- 
prise, that the man who had braved all the terrors of 
the House of Commons, and always presented a front 
of brass when assailed by the whole force of government, 
no sooner comes within the magic circle of this invisible 
and mysterious being, than by the most abject expressions 
- of humility and inferiority, he acknowledges the uncon- 
trollable influence of a superior power, and seems con- 
scious that, if he failed to fulfil the behest of the Master 
Magician, he might expect to be menaced, like Caliban — 

" If thou neglect'st or dost unwillingly 
What I comniaDd, I'll rack thee with old crampn, 
Fill all thy bones with aches;" 
for Wilkes replies in this abject strain : " I do not mean 
to indulge the impertinent curiosity of finding out the 
most important secret of our times, the author of Junius, 
I will not attempt with profane hands to tear the sacred 
veil of the sanctuary; I am disposed, with the inliabitants 
of Attica, to erect an altar to the unknown god of our 
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' political idolatry, and will be content to norahip him in 
clouds and darkness. AAer the first Letter of Junius to 
me, I did not go to Woodfall, to pry into a secret I bad | 
no right to know. The letter itself bore the stamp of \ 
Jots. I was neither doubting nor impertinent. I wish / 
to comply with every direction of Junius, to profit by 

I his hints, and to have the permission of writing to him/ 

I on any important occasion." . 

Mr. Richard Cumberland, in bis Interesting Memoirs)^ 
says, " I consider Tristam Shandy is the most eccentric 
work of my time, and Junius the most acrimouioua. We 
have heard much of his style; I Have just been reading 
him oyer with attention, and 1 confess I can see but little 
to admire. The thing to wonder at is, that a secret to 
which several must have beenprivy has been so strictly 
kept. If Sir William Draper, who baffled him in some 
of his assertions, had kept bis name out of sight, I am 
inclined to think he might have held up the cause of 
candour with success. I'he publisher of Junius, I am 
told, was deeply guaranteed ; of course, although be might 
not know bis author.' he must have known whereabouts 
to look for him. The man who wrote it had a lavage 
•heart, for some of his attacks are esecrable; he was a 
hyprocrite, for lie disavows private motives, and makes 
pretensions to a patriotic spirit. I can perfectly call to 
mind the general eSect of his letters, and am of opinion 
that his malice overshot its mark. Let the anonymous 
defamer be as successful as be may, it is but an unenviable 
triumph, a mean and cowardly gratification, which his 
b discovery forbids him to avow," Since this 
judgment was passed upon Junius by his contemporary, 
at the cpmmencement of the present century, Mr. Wood- 
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fall's publication has disgltffed to ub the nature of the 
guaraDtee alloded to,li7^Cumberlaiid, and furnished us 
with many addid^ifal clues to know whereabouts to look. 
for him, who,^jifider the shadow of a name, wielded such 
substantial p 

Many yeara ago, a noble lord, now filling one of the 
most exalted judicial stations in the kingdom, was heard 
to remark, that " Junius must have been placed in a 
peculiar situation; and was, no doubt, deterred from 
-claiming the honours justly due to his unrivalled com- 
positions, from a conviction that the disclosure of his 
name would have overwhelmed )iim with in&my, on 
account of the baseness of his motives, aiul the treachery 
of his conduct." The observation struck the writer at 
the time, and subsequent investigation and reflection have 
convinced him that it was founded in truth. 

The laurels of Junius have, at different times, been 
claimed for so many persons, whose pretensions have been 
unable to withstand the slightest scrutiny, that a recent 
writer has not scrupled to class the inquiry after "Junius" 
among " worn out ideas;" and repeated disappointments 
have at last made tbe public incredulous or indi&rent 
on the sabject. A careful revjew of the controversy- 
evidence is already before the public to render the identity 
sought for a question of little doubt: but, as the various 
facts on which tbe argument is grounded lie disjointed 
and scattered throughout a multiplicity of publications, 
there is still much to be done towards arranging the 
evidence, so as to bring the whole to bear with fiill 
and cumulative force on the point in issue: for there 
are many scraps of information dispersed here and there 
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booka, which in their isolated states 
very immaterial to the qneBtion, and yet upon being 
introduced into their proper places in the chain of evi- 
dence, are found materially to advance and strengthi 
the ai^ument. "In books designed for amusement," 
observes Montesquieu, "three or four pages may gi' 
an idea of the style and the perfection of the work ; 
books of alimentation we see nothing if we do not see 
the whole chain." 

Mr. Chambers, in his biographical sketch oj M. Hauy, 
remarks, that "there is a class of philosopUers who, by 
collecting together a mass of materials w£ich they are 
unable to put together themselves, \eeJe them to be 
wrought into forms of harmonious beauiy by other more 
fortoiuUe and giAed individuals. I rf casting our eye 
over the bright pages of modem discovery, we cannot 
fail to be struck by this result — foGts and experiments 
are accumulated through long yews of quiet study by 
the industry of numerous obserwrs, and old theories, 
unable to embrace them, must bVabandoned, and a more 
extensive chain employed to co/nect them so as to form 
ft whole. For a time, no planAppears practicable, when 
suddenly, and oflen from tbe bosom of the people, a. 
great genius springs forth, ind by raising himself to a 
higher vantage ground than that occupied by his fellow- 
labourers, sees at once holt the whole may be arranged 
and combined so as to »rm a perfect whole. In proof 
of this statement, refercBce is made to the discoveries of 
Newton, Watt, Davy, Euvier, and Hauy." Now, with- 
out placing the subjeat of our present inquiry in com- 
petition with the imODrtant discoveries in science made 
by those illustrious individuals, we think there is snffi- 
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8 THE INTESTIOATORS 

cient analogy between the etate in whi<ni they found the 
respective sciences that were the aul^ects of their succesa- 
ful inveatigatioD and the objecrof our present inquiry, 
to justify our making, at y^ry humble distance, and 
on a subject of minor iid^rtanoe, a somewhat similar 
attempt. 

We are aware there are persons who think, that as 

[Fanius and all his contemporaries have now passed off the 

Btage of existence, and the tomb has closed upon their 

Kontesfs and eomilies, the period is not far distant when 

Ihis descendants may be expected to come forward and 

Ipruduce the author's famous Tellum-bound and gilt 3et_ 

/of his works, and claim the honours unanimously awarded 

I to the genius of their ancestor: but in this opinion we 

[ cannot concur; such a disclosure would be inconsistent 

with the ordinary feelings Inhuman nature. It certainly 

could not be expected from bis immediate detcendanU; 

and the highest literary &me of an ancestor so remote as 

to be personally unsown to his more distant relatives, 

would probably be regarded as a " trifle light as air," 

when poised in the balance against even the im^nary 

1 disgrace of being allied to a man who is considered to 

I have violated the most sacred ties of private friendship 

and public honour. 

If, therefore, the secret be ever penetrated, it should 
seem that it is only to be effected by the persevering 
I labours and sagacity of numerous investigators ; and 
perhaps it may be found that we already possess suffi- 
cient means (if judiciously applied) of yet dragging this 
defamer of character — this moral assassin^ven at the 
eleventh hour, from that obscurity, which he vainly 
imagined to be impenetrable, into the full glare of day; 
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and by a complete chain of circumstantial evidence to 
transfix the Boaring Junius to the earth, as the giant 
Gulliver was by the minute but innumerable cords of tha 
Lilliputians, there to bear the obloquy due to his demerits 
BO long as his own brilliant compositions and the English 
language shall endure. 

Indeed, the ardour with which the subject has been 
pursued, shewe that there is a mental gratification and 
pleasure attending such investigations, which afford an 
ample recompense for the labour and trouble bestowed 
upon them, independently of any expectation of feme, 
which the most fortunate inquirer is by no means o 
of obtaining. 

Before the publication of the edition of Junius by 
Mr. Q. Woodfall, the eon of the original publisher of 
the Letters, the public w£re not in possession of sufficient 
data to form a correct judgment on this interesting topic; 
the whole matter was involved in obscurity, and nothing 
but vague and uncertain conjectures could be formed o 
the BobjecL That publication, however, poured a clear I 
stream of light into the palpable obscure, by disclosing/ 
to the world, from a source of unquestionable authen-f 
ticity, a vast mass of direct and incidental fects s 
circumstances relating to Junius and his writings. 

This work contains in three volnmo^ not only the 
whole of the letters written by the aut^r of Junius, and 
originally printed in the newspaper Ailed the " Public 
Advertiser," under various siguEdares, but also the 
writer's private and confidential correspondence with Mr, 
Wilkes and Mr. H. 8. Woodfal/ with eight fac-similes 
of his handwriting taken fro* his private letteis to 
Woodfell, and five seals need l(y the author of Junius. 



D,gn,-.rihyG00^le 



X 



V TTe 



10 THE INVBBTia^ 

It also gives (with one remarkable exception, which 
will be noticed in its proper place^&c-Biinile§ of the 
handwriting of all the principal /^rsons to whom the 
letters had then been attributede And there is prefixed 
to the work a valuable preliwnarjr essay, written by the 
late Dr. John Mason Goo)l, discussing the political and 
literary merits of the T^Utie, and canvassing the pre- 
tensions of the various inspected anthora.* 

^ private letters of Junius to Mr. Woodfall, and 
his confidential correspondence with Mr, Wilkes, are of 
the first importance, as regard the present inquiry; for, 
not being intended to meet the eye of the public, they 
contain, as might be expected, many allusions to the 
pursuits and personal habits of the writer, with his off- 
hand opinions on various subjects, and many little inci- 
dental traits of character, which afibrd useful hints and 
clues to lead us to the discover)' of the real author of 
these celebrated compositions. 

Previously to the publication of Mr. Woodfidl's valu- 
able work, the only persons who appear to have seriously 

" In Mr. Woodfall'a complete edition of Junius the Letters 
ore classed in the following oi^er: — 

1. Junius' Private Letters to Mr. H. S. Woodfall, condating of 
sixty-four letters and nol«s. 

2. His Confidential Correapondence with Mr. Wilkes, contain- 
ing altogether etghtcen letters, of which ten are written by 
Junius, and eight by Wilkes. The above are all comprised in 
the first volume. 

3. The Letters of Junius which are usually printed in the 
common editions, cont^ning sisty-nine letters. 

4. The Miscellaneous Letters of Junius written under various 
other signatures, consisting in the whole of 113 letters and papers, 
which occupy part of the second and the whole of the third 
volumes. 
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OF JVHICB. II 

investigated the subject of the authorship of the Letters 
of Junius, were Mr. Wilkes and Mr. Charles Butler, 
and the result of their joint inquiries was first published 
by the latter in a letter dated July 1799, and after- 
wards with some additions in his ReminiBCences in 1822. 
But the appearance of Mr. Woodfeli's work stimulated ^*\ 
the exertions of many other investigators, and the fol- \ 

lowing works have since been published in support of 
the claims of various individuals. In 1816, Mr. John 
Taylor published "The Identity of Junius with a dis- f 
tingnished living character [Sir PhiUp Francis] esta- . 
blished." This work created considerable sensation 'n 
in the literary world, which was not diminished by a 
very able critique appearing upon it in the Edinburgh 
Review for November 1817, said to have been written 
by Mr. Brougham, wherein the Reviewer confessed 
himself almost a convert to the views of Mr. Taylor. 
The editor also of an edition of Junius, published 
at Edinburgh in 1822, who styles himself " Atlieui 
Secttndus," likewise acquiesces in the reasoning of Mr. 
\Taylor, in some able preliminary dissertations prefixed 
to the work. 

In the year 1825, there appeared^" A Critical Inquiry 
regarding the real Author of tHe Letters of Junius, 
proving thera to have been w/tten by Lord Viscount 
Sackville, by George Coventry' This work was printed 
by Mr. G. Woodfall, having^reen previously announced 
for publication by Mr. Mm^ay. Mr. Coventry's state- 
ment seems to have madeya serious impression on some 
ingenious writer on the mher side of the Atlantic, for 
there was pnhlished anonymously, at Boston, North 
America, in 1828, a wftrk entitled— "/unius Unmasked, 
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12 TH£ INVESTIOATOnS 

or Lord George Sackville proved to be JoniuB." This 
book contains some able arguments in/ corroboration 
of Mr. Coventry's views, but tbe facta and materials 
on which they are founded appear to jiave been taken 
almost exclusively from Mr. Coventry's book. This 
American publication was reviewed in Ho. 65, of the 
North American Review, and a decistfin given in favour 
of the claims of Lord Geoi^e Sack^ille: and thus the 
anthorities on behalf of these two rivsil candidates appear 
nearly balanced. In the year 1828/ Mr. E. H. Barker 
published his Five Letters on the Author of Junius, en- 
titled— I. The claims af 9ir PhiBp Francis, K.B., to 
the Authorship of Junius' Letters disproved. II. Some 
inquiries into the claims of the lale Charles Lloyd, Esq. 
to the composition of them, This is an exceedingly 
curious and interesting work, Containing letters from 
several intelligent correspondenlls to Mr. Barker, which 
detail many particulars respectidg the Letters of Junius, 
and their supposed author, anpng the most valuc^Ie of 
which are several communications from Mr, Coventry 
and Mr. Butler, of so late a date as 1828. Indeed, the 
author appears to have been /indefatigable in his endea- 
vours to obtain all possible laformation on the subject of 
his investigation. / 

In 1831, another work ^as published at Boston, in 
America, entitled " An EsSay on Junius and his Letters, 
embracing a sketch of tha life and character of William 
Pitt, Earl of Chatham, and memoirs of certain other dis- 
tinguished individuals, by Benjamin Waterhouse, M.D.;" 
in which the author giVes the following account of the 
commencement and resplt of his labours. "After reco- 
very from a slight infection caught from Thomas Paine, 
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OF JUNIDB. 13 

which disorder never rose to delirium, I was marvel- 
lously struck by the Letters of Junius, and mj rapture 
increased at every review of the brillibnt and weighty 
volumes. The high and noble bear^g of that writer 
seemed akin to that daring spirit frhich impelled the 
Americans to declare not only resi^nce but defiance to 
the gigantic power of Britain — an jospiraljon we believed 
like that which emboldened yot^ng David to combat 
and prostrate Goliah. After a tAougbtful series of years 
spent on the subject of our inqnAy, and reiterated exami- 
nation of fects as tb^ rose; aoa after disciplining specu- 
lation by internal as well as 'external evidence, I had 
concluded and settled dow|l many years since in the 
opinion that William PittJEarl of Chatham, was the 
author of the celebrated letters under the signatui 
Junius." 

But notwithstanding /all the new lights afforded by 
" WoodfaWs Jtinttu," ^d with every possible respect for 
the industry, ingenum^, and abilties of the more recent 
investigators, it mdy he doubted whether, among the 
numerous persons Who have engaged in this inquiry, any 
of them possess^ qualifications for the task, equal to 
Mr. Wilkes andMr, Charles Butler, who jointly inves- 
tigated the snojeet with great diligence and acumen. 
Mr. Wilkes, lis before observed, had been honoured with 
the confideonal correspondence of Junius himself. And 
Mr. Butl^ was one of the most eminent conveyancers 
of his time, and accustomed in his daily professional 
avocations to weigh and decide on the most subtle and 
refined points of evidence. 

Pn his reminiscences, Mr. Butler has given the 
awing account of their proceedings: "One of the 
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14 THE INVEBTIGATORS 

amnaements of Mr. Wilkes and the reminiscent was an 
attempt to discover the author of Junius's letters. With 
this view they considered them with great attention, 
examined many of the originals, collected and sifted all 
the anecdotes which thej could learn, and weighed all 
the opinions and conjectnres they could hear of." 

These conversations took place from the years 1776 
to about 1784, during which time Mr. Butter lived 
on terms of great intimacy with Mr. Wilkes; and Mr. 
Butler adds, "our conversations on Junius's Letters 
began from a whimsical circumstance. Business baring 
carried me to Ireland in' 1776, I wrote to Mr. Wilkes 
from Holyhead. On my retnm, he informed me ihnt 
my letter bad been stopped at the post-office, from the 
similarity in the handwriting to that of Junius.* This 
made me wish to see the original of Junius's letters, and 
he produced them to me." By this investigation, these 
gentlemen did not so far satisfy their own minds as to 
pronounce with any degree of certainty who was the 
author of the letters of Junius; but, Mr. Butler has left 
on record in his reminiscences the following conclusions, 
as the result of their inquiry, which we cannot but r^ard 

* It has been suggested that this must have been a hoax of 
that arch vag, John Wilkes; and it baa been aeked, how should 
a Poat-office clerk become acquainted with Junius's mode of 
writing, unless the authorities of the Post Office had first opened 
all Lelleri addressed to Mr. Woodfall, until they happened to 
meet with that rarity, a letter of Junius, sent by the post? 
Mr. Barker's supposition, "that a clerk, or some other person, 
accidentally acquunted with Junius' handwriting, saw the letler 
of Mr. Butler, and thought lie discovered a similitude," is by no 
means satdstactory, as it still leaves the main question unanswered, 
viz., how could a Post-offlce clerk accidtnlaUy discoBer whet 
Junius and Woodfall took such pains to conceal ? 
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BB a memorial highly honourable to the acutenees and '^ 

sagacit)' of these two able inve9tig;atAr8, and we therefore I 

present them to the reader, as affording data of the 
I utmost value in pursuing the proposed inquiry. 
I "Arguing synthetically," says Mr. Butler, "we deter- 
I mined that Junius must be a reiident in London, or its 
f environs, from the immediate answers which he generally 
gave his adversaries; that he teas not an author by pro- 
fession, from the visible improvement which from time 
o time was discernible in his style ; that he was a man of 
high rank, from the tone of equality which he seemed to 
use quite naturally in his addresses to persons of rank, 
and in his expressions respecting them ; that he was not a 
profound lawyer, from the gross inaccuracy of some of 
his legal expressions; that he had a personal animosity 
against the King, the Duke of Bedford, and Lord Mansfield, 
from the bitterness of his expressions respecting them; 
that he had lived teith military men, from the propriety of 
his language on military subjects; and that he was a 
great reader of novels, from his frequent allusions to them. 
The general idea that the letters were the composition of t 

more than one person we always rejected." ^ 

We also find that Dr. Good, the author of the 
Preliminary Essay, prefixed to Mr. Wood&ll's edition of 
Junius, arrives at nearly the same conclusions on the 
subject, as will appear by the following extract from the I 
Essay : "From the observationa contained in this Essay, '. 
it should seem to follow unquestionably that the author i 
of the letters of Junius was an Englishman of highly ' 
cultivated education, deeply versed in the language, the I 
laws, the constitution, and history of his native country; f 
that he was a man of easy if not affluent cireumstances, of .' 
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, unaallie<t honour and generosity, who had it equally in 
: faiB heart and in hie power to contribute to the necessitieB 
I of other persons, and eepecially of those who were 
I exposed to tronbles of any kind on his own account That 
he was in habits of confidential intercourse, If not with 
I different members of the Cabinet, with politicians who 
I weremostintimately tamiliarwiththeconrt,andentruBted 
with all its secrets; that he had attained an age which 
would allow him to boast, without vanity, of ample know- 
ledge and experience of the world; that during 1767, 68, 
69, 70, 71, and part of 72, he resided almost constantly 

I in London, or its vicinity, devoting a eery large portion 
of hit time to political affairs, and publishing his political 
lucubrations under different signatures in the Public 
Advertiser; that in his natural temper he was qnick, 
irritable, and Impetaons; tubfect to political prejudieet and 
j strong personal aniTnotities, but possessed of a high inde- 
I pendent ipirit, honestly attached to the principles of the 
:' / constitution, and fearless and indefatigable in maintaining 
them; that he was strict in his moral conduct, and in his 
attention to public decorum; an avowed member of the 
established church; and though acquainted with English 
judicature, not a lawyer by profession. What other 
characteristics he may have possessed we know not, but 
these ave sufficient; and the claimant who cannot produce 
them conjointly is in vain brought forwards as the author 
■ ■ of thft T. ett^rH of Junius." v 
I ' Whatever may be thought of the correctness of Dr. 
Waterhonse's hypothesis, that the Earl of Chatham was 
Junius, certain it is that he coincides in a remarkable 
manner with Mr. Butler and Dr. Good, as to the cha- 
racteristics of Junius; for he says — "It appears to our 
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view that the writings of Junius emanated from one 
mind, and yet not without assistance; p. 97. Tlie 
whole series of letters indicate the author of them to 
have been a great man, a rich man, and an indignant 
one; for here resentment and even wrath supplied the 
ordinary stimnlns of fame, which the great man was con- 
tented to forego, aharpening to a keen edge the weapon 
of personal indignation, as well as public aveagement; 
p. 93. It appears that the author of the Letters must be 
sought among the very few great men of his day and 
country, — the Burieighs and the Sullys of the king- 
dom; Bnch men alone could gire lessons of wisdom 
to a discontented nation, and its troubled king ; p. 100. 
He seems to have beon in the first rank of subjects, like 
one who had retired from high office in disgust; p. 103. 
A haughty spirit pervades the \rritings of Junius, and 
sometimes an imperious, domineering cast of mind, even 
when he must have discovered that he was wrong, as in 
his hasty attack on Parson Home; p. 102. There is 
internal evidence that the writer of the Letters was a 
personage settled down in the steadfostness of advanced 
life and confirmed principles, under a satiety of worldly 
grandeur, familiarized with royalty, acquainted with 
privy coancUs, parliaments, Emd diplomatic affairs, and 
thoroughly versed in the architecture of the English 
constitution ; p. 101." |i 

Thos it appears that the results of three separate and 
independent inquiries respecting the character and quali- 
fications of the author of the Lett^ of Junius, made by 
persons unquestionably the most cctapetent to form correct 
judgments on the subject, ate pot only consistent with 
each other, but coincide in all material particulars. 
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It is 1-emarkabIe that both Mr. Butler and Dr. Good 
uldmately abandoned the pursuit of Juaiua in despair;" 
but it is clear, that while they were engaged in their 
interesting search, each proceeded in his course con awore, 
and in the spirit described by Cowley^ — 

"Altbough I think thou never found wilt be, 
Yet I'm reBolved to learch for thee : 
The search itwlf rewards the pain." 

When we examine the relative degree of authority to 
which these inyestigatora are entitled, we are inclined 
on the whole to give the preference to Mr. Wilkes and 
Mr. Butler; for these gentlemen seem to hare been 
actuated by no other motives than laudable curiosity, 
and a sincere desire to discover tJie real author of the 
Letters; and if Mr. Wilkes's connexion with Junius were 
not quite so close and intimate as that of Mr. S. W. 
Woodfall, this circomstance is more than counterbalanced 
by leaving him free from that bias in favour of Junius 
which appears in some degree to have warped and 
influenced the judgment of Mr. George Woodfell, whose 
fether was so completely mixed up, and as it were, 
identified, with Junius and his secret. This bias is 

■ Dr. Good, in & letter addreued to Mr. E. H. Barker, a few 
weeks before his death, obscrvcB, "The queslion is one of great 
interest, as nell on the acore of national history as of literary 
curiosity, yet, like many other desiderata, / ant afraid it it Uktiy 
to lie beyond the fatkonung of ony Hat and plummet that mill bt 
lulled to ilia our day." And Mr. Butler concludes a letter to 
the same gentlemen, dated June 14, 1828, in these words; "I . 
am sorry J cannot communicate to you any information of impor- 
tance on the subject in which you take so great an interest I 
have only to add, that it appears to me la be imolved in at greiU 
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plainly discernible in Mr. Woodfall's publication; and 
shewa itself by tm anxioas endeavonr on all occasions 
to exalt the character of Juaine; whose patriotism, 
honour, and other excellent moral qoalities, are held 
op to admiration in a way irbich is not warranted by 
a ^r and candid interpretation of his letters and 
condact. 

AlthoDgh we admit that no Buspicion can be entertained 
of the accuracy of any of Mr. G. Wood&ira statements 
respecting his father's traneactions with Junius, we must 
confess, that considerable misgivinge have at times c^me 
over UB, as to whether his publication discloses the wAoIe 
truth relating to his father's mysterious correspondent. 
The late Dr. Parr also entertained a similar suspi- 
cion, for in a letter written by him and published in 
Mr. Barker's book (p. 243), the Doctor observes that 
"the supposed author of Junius would venture upon 
falsehood, and Woodfall, knowing the importance of 
such disavowal, would record, although he disbelieved 
it. Wood&ll stated a fact, and leil his readers to their 
own concluflion ; and it was the wish, if not the duty of 
Woodjail, to ieep m in the dark." 

Mr. Cumberland heard that Mr, Wood&ll was deeply 
guaranteed, ttom which circumstance he &irly inferred 
that, "although he might not know his author, he 
must have known whereabouts to look for him," The 
truth of the gnarantee seems now admitted; and we may 
he certain that Junius faithfully performed the promise 
made to Mr. S. H. Woodfall, " that in point of money, 
be assured you shall never suffer," from the very high 
testimony home in the "Preliminary Essay" to the 
honour and liberality of. Junius; for such an acknow- 
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ledgment would not have been made, unless th^son 
had been perfectly Eatiefied with the pondact of JHinias 
towards . his father. On this sabject, Dr. Good thus 
expresses himself: " Of his (Junius) persoval and 
private honour, however, we can only judge from his 
connexion with Mr. Woodfell, yet this connexion is 
perhaps sufficient; through the whole of it, he appears in 
a light truly ingenuous and liberal." We must however 
beg leave to demur to tbiEt'^ summary mode of proving 
the honour and liberality bf such a character; for the 
instance given, may more properly be regarded as a soli- 
tary exception to a general rule. Indeed, much consi- 
deration of the Buhjcct/ia not necessary, to convince any 
disinterested and impartial individual that little merit 
can be conceded to Junius for bis liberally to bis printer, 
who was placed in ihe front of the battle, to answer and 
suffer for the lice^ioas effusions of his author. Besides, 
there can be little doubt, that the fate of this celebrated 
writer was in 'iSr, Woodfall's hands, who might on various 
occasions during the correspondence, have traced and 
delivered oj/ Junius to bis enr^ed enemies; and it was 
to his hon^ourable forbearance alone that Junius owed 
his safety. Mr. Woodfall may therefore be considered 
the ariAour- bearer of the mysterious Knight, whose 
i^ce it was to cover him in the day of battle with the 
shield of invisibility, while his own person was left 
'. exposed to all the darts of the enemy; and Junius must 
■ have been a recreant Knight indeed, if he had not re- 
quited such valuable services by pouring balm into the 
wounds of his champion, and supplying him liberally 
with the sinews of war. 
JProm all these circumstances, it seems hardly credible 



n,gn,-PrihyGt)0^lc 



. OP JUSIUB. 21 

/ Hiat Mr. G. Wood&U should not have been able to 

f point out more preciaely than he has done, "where- 

abouts to look for his author." Perhaps he considered 

fhim self bound in honour not to disclose the secret of a 

(man, from vrhom his &mily bad experienced nothing 

/but liberal and honoarable treatment, and therefore, 

I while he published most of the private letters, and 

I related many particulars highly curious and interesting 

\ I respecting Junius, he might not deem it prudent to 

I fnmish the public with a test, which, if applied to his 

hero, would have been attended with consequences similar 

'■ to those experienced hy another celebrated person^e, 

whom 



— Ithuriel with Ui spear 



Touched lightly— for no falsehood can indure 
Touch of celestial temper, but returns, 
Of force to its own likeness. Up he starts. 
Discovered and surprised. 
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Namelets the libeller tived, and that hit arrows in darkness; 
Undetected he passed to the grave ; and leaving behind him 
Noxioiu works on earth, and the peit of an evil example. 
Went to the world beyond, where no offences are hidden. 

Southey, 

Without meaning an indecent comparison, I may venture to 
fortel that (he Bible and Juniiu will he read, when the Commen- 
tarie* of the Jesuits are fo^otten. Juaaa 

I shall now be told "Sir, what jou saj is plausible enough; 
but still you must allow that it it shamefully impudent in Junius 
to tell us that bis works will hve as long as the Bible." My 
answer is agreed; hut first prove that he hai said so. Look at 
his words, and you will find that the utmost he expects is, that 
the Bible and Junius will survive the Commentaries of the Jesuits, 
which may prove true iu a fortnight. The most malignant 
sagacity cannot shew that his works are, in bis opinion, to live as 
long as the Bible. Suppose I were to fortel that Jack and Tom 
would survive Harry, does it follow that Jack must live as long 
Philo Jtmiui. 
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CHAPTER II. 

Proofs that Junius was neither a Lawyer, a Divine, nor an 
Author, by profession. — Mr. Woodfall's account of the 
Letters written by Junius, under the statures of Mnemon, 
' AtticuB, Lucius, JuniuB, and Brutua. — The author's first 
Letter under the signature of Jumui. — Woodfall'a account 
of the mode of his Correspondence with Junius. — Two 
spurious editions of the Letters published. — Woodfall's 
propoBol to publish a genuine edition. — Assented to by the 
author. — Curious private Correspondence between Junius 
and Woodfall, about brin^g out the genuine edition. — 
Wilkes revises the dedication and preface. — Junius orders 
the famous vellum-bound and gilt copy of the Letters. — 
His alarm at the price of the book. — Assigns his copyright 
to Woodfall. — Proof that the Letters were composed by only 
one person. — Junius's mode of composing and finishing his 
Letters. — His own opinion of his labours. — Hb farewell 
Letter to Woodfall. — The number of hii communications 
with Wood&ll. — Junius's conSdendal Correspondence with 
Wilkes. — Various opinions respecting the handwriting of the 
Letters of Junius, and whether he employed an amannensis 
or not. — Discussion as to what has become of the autographs 
of Junins's pubUc letters. — Proofs that Junius resided con- 
stantly in London, or its vicinity .—That he was an English- 
man. — Argument to prove that he must have been a tall mui. 
— Proofs that he was a man of high rank and independent 
fortune, and a Member of the House of Commons. — That he 
was a CbrisUan, and a member of the Church of England. — 
That he was of mature age. — Mr. Jackson's account of the 
person of Junius. — Lord Byron's description of the Shade of 
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I was Dot bom to be a commentator, even of toy oirn works. 
I ^ak to facts, with which aU of us ate conversant — I apeak to 
men and to their experience, and will not deeceud to answer the 
little sneering sophistries of a CtJlegion. . 



Ih order to clear the way for inveatigating the identity of 
the author of the Letters of Junius, we purpose in the first 
instance to prove, that he could not have been either a 
lawyer, a divine, or an author, by profession ; for although 
it is seldom requisite in legal proceedings to adduce evi- 
dence to establish a negative, this course may sometimes 
be expedient in such disquisitions as the present, as we 
thereby exclude tehole classes, aud render unnecessary the 
trouble of examining the claims of a host of pretenders 
belonging to those professions. The last head of the 
inquiry will also afford an opportunity of presendng the 
reader with a succinct, but we trust a clear and satis- 
factoiy account of all that is known respecting Junius 
AHD BIS Works. 

Having now entered on that part of the inquiry when 
it becomes necessary to consider and decide on the degree 
of credit due to the assertions of Junius respecting him- 
self, we have to remark, that whatever judgment may 
be formed about his moral character, there can be no 
doubt that his intellect aas of too high an order to permit V 
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htm to descend to the meanneBs of advancing mmeceiiaTi/ 
and grattiitoas falsehoods; and consequently, that the in- 
formation incidentally furnished by his letters respecting 
himself, may generally be regarded as true, except only 
where his secret is concerned. 

/ Mr. Butler, who was himself a very eminent lawyer, 
/came to the conclusion that Junius could not have been 

II a profound lawyer, from the gross inaccaracy of some of 
his legal expressions, and instances that passage in his 
Dedication, where he says, " the power of king, lords, 
and commons, is not an arbitrary power; they are the 
trustees, not the owners of the estate; the fee-simple is in 
us." Now, says Mr. Butler, in all trusts of inheritance, 
the fee-simple is in the trustees. The fecthoweverof his" 
not being a lawyer is placed beyond all doubt hy the express 
disclaimers of Junius himself, and the way in which he 
speaks of lawyers in general. In the pre&ce to his 
Letters, he says: "I am iw lawyer by profession, nor do 
I pretend to be more deeply read than every English 
gentleman should be, in the laws of his country. If 
therefore the principles I mmtain are truly constitu- 
tional, I shall not think myself answered, though I should 
be convicted of a mistake in terms, or of misapplying the 
language of the law," 

Again, " As to lawyers, their profession is supported 
by the indiscriminate defence of right and wrong, and I 
confess I hare not that opinion of their knowledge or 
integrity, to think it necessary that they should decide 
for me, upon a plain constitutional question." 
/ In one of his private letters to Mr. Wilkes, he says, 
"Though I use the terms of art, do not injure me so 
[much as to suspect I am a lawyer. / had as lief be a 
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Scotchman," These extracts, and particularly the last, 
will surely satisfy the most sceptical mind, that Junius 
was no lawyer. 

It is eqnally clear that no divine would ever speak'' 
of the priesthood in the terms applied by Junius to 
Mr. Home, or indulge in such allusions to the Scriptures 
and religious rites as are to be found in his Letters; ' 
which cannot always be successfully defended against the 
imputation of levity, if thej be not open to the more 
grave charge of pro&neness. Take the following in- 
stances, — speaking of the Rev. J. Horae, in a letter to 
the Duke of Grafton, Junius says: " Now let him go back 
to his cloister. The church is a proper retreat for him; 
in his principles he is alrrady a bishop."— Letter dated 
9th July 1771. 

And in a letter to Mr. Home himself, " The resentment 
of a priest is implacable; no sufferings can soften, no 
penitence can appease him." — 15th August 1771. 

In a private letter to Mr. Wilkes, he again alludes to 
Mr. Home in these terms, — " I too am no enemy to good 
fellowship, and have ofien enrted that canting parson for 
wishing to deny you your claret. It is for him, and men 
like him, to beware of intoxication." — 18th Sept. 1771, 

Ample evidence we think has now been produced, to 
prove that no clei^man could possibly have had any 
hand in the composition of the Letters of Junius. 

That Junius was not an atdhor bj/ profeuion, was the 
opinion of Mr. Wilkes and Mr. Butler, from the visible 
improvement which from time to time was discernible 
in his style, and the numerous errors of grammar and 
construction which may be discovered in the Letters, 
and which would not have appeared in the works of a 
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/ person of Junius's exquieUe taste aod discernment, if he 

\ / had been accustomed to literary composition. On tMs 

\ I subject, Mr. E. H, Barker remarks, that "Mr. Butler 

\ I must be allowed to be a. most competent judge as to the 

\ &ctB whether Junius was or was not ' an author by pro- 

|\ fession,' and whether his style did or did not from time 

\ to time manifest symptoms of improvement. I admit 

\ both the facts on his authority, " P- H^- 

Mr. Barker offers the following additional reasons in 
j corroboration of Mr. Butler's views : — " A writer in the 
j habit of publishing pamphlets or books, either with his 
name or without it, though accompanied by intimations 
which made the addition of the name unnecessary, either 
is not likely to have been the author of Junius, or would 
long ago have been discovered as the author; because 
every pamphlet or book would furnish an additional clue 
to a discovery in one way or other, and the author would 
feel conscious that the dangerous diecovery might be 
made. Hence the great probability is that the real Junius 
was not an author by profession," p. 35. 

Atticus Secundua also remarks, that "Junius has 
been frequently reproached with inaccuracy in the use 
of moods; and notices the following as one of the most 
remarkable of his mistakes: 'I will not assert that 
government would have recovered its dignity, but at - 
least our gracious sovereign mtui have spared his subjects 
this last insult.' Those who delight in discovering spots 
on the sun, and in detecting the little slips and blemishes 
of genius, may further consult " Chambers' Supplemental 
Apol<^ for the Believers in the Shakspeare Papers," 
where they will find other inaccuracies of this .great 
writer pointed out, and commented on in no friendly 
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Bpirit; but taking no pleasure in snch expoeitJons, we 
r^er feel disposed to apply to Jimius Dr. Johnson's 
eulogy on Milton: — "As in displaying the excellence of 
Junius, we have not made long quotations, because of 
selecdng beantles there had been no end; I shall in 
the same general manner mention that which seems to 
deserve censure; for what Englishman can take delight 
in transcribing passages, which, if they lessen the repu- 
tation of Junius, diminish in some d^ee the honour 
of our country."" Junius," observes Mr, Barker, p. 96, 
"gives us the notion of s writer not early trained to 
habits of composition, nor much accustomed to deliver 
his opinions in public through the press. The under- 
standing of Junius belonged to the highest order of 
intellect, but it had not been well and constantly exercised 
by free discussions, in the intimacy of social life, with 
kindred spirits, and therefore it was not capable of 
exerting its fullest powers." // Hence it is highly probable 
that the principal, if not the whole of the literary labours 
of Junius are comprised in Mr. Woodfall's three volumes; 
for in one of bis private letters to Mr. H. S. Woodfall, 
he says, " my own Works you shall constantly have;" 
and in another, " I believe I need not assure you that I 
have never written in any other paper since I began with 
yours;" again, " I sometimes ciiange my signature, but 
conld have no reason to change the paper, especially 
for one that does not circulate half so much as yours." 
And in aletter to the printer of B. A. (August 16tb, 1771) 
Junius says, " Mr. Home asserts that he has traced me 
through a variety of signatures. To make the discovery 
of any importance to his purpose, he should have proved 
either that the fictitious character of Juniw has not been 
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coDsifltently sapported, or that the oatbor has maintained 
different opinions and principles under different eigna- 
turee. I cannot recall to my memory the numberleBS 
trifles I have written ; but I rely upon the consoionsness 
of my own integrity, and defy bim to fix any colourable 
charge of iaconsisteDcy upon me." 

" It was on the 28th of April in the year 1767," says 

/Mr. Woodfell'H Editor, "that the late Mr. H. 8. WoodfeU 

IreceiTed, amongst otJier letters from a great number of 

I correspondents for the use of the Public Advertiser, of 

I which he was a proprietor, the first public address of 

I this celebrated writer. He had not then asanmed the 

I name, or rather written under the signature of Junius, 

I Bor did he always, indeed, assume a signature of any 

j lind. When he did so, his signatures were diversified, 

I and the chief of them are Mnemon, Atticus, Lucius, 

/ Bunius, and Brutus; under the first he sarcastically 

/ jopposed the ministry upon the subject of the Nullum 

TempuB Bill." 

-The letters signed Atticus and Brutus relate chiefly to 

the growiug disputes with the American Colonies; and 

ihose subscribed Lucius exclusively to the dismission of Sir 

IJefferyAmberst from hispoBtofGovemorofVirginia,for 

I the sole purpose, as it should seem, of creating a post for the 

I Earl of Hillsborough's intimate friend, Lord Botetourt, 

J who had completely ruined himself by gambling and 

extravagance. From the ardour with which Junius en- 

I tered the lists in defence of Sir Jeffery, and the intimate 

; knowledge be displayed of his services and character, 

there can be little doubt that he entertained a strong 

personal friendship for the veteran hero. His first letter 

on the subject addressed to Lord Hiilsborough, minister 
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for the American departmeot, is dated August 10, 1768. 
A vindication, or rather an apology, was entered into by 
three or fbar correspondents under different signatures, 
who were regarded by Junius, and indeed by the public 
at large, as the Earl of Hillsborough himself, or some 
writer under his immediate control. Lucius followed up 
the contest with spirit, the minister became ashamed of 
his conduct, and Sir Jefiery, within a few weeks after his 
dismissal and the resignation of two regiments which he 
commanded, was restered te the command of one of 
I > them, and appointed to that of another, and thus in a 
remarkable manner fulfilled the prophecy of Lucius in 
his last letter to Lord Hillsborough (20th Sept. 1768); 
"You have sent Sir JeSery Amherst to the plough, you 
have left him poor in every article of which & false 
fawning minister could deprive him; but you have left 
him rich in the esteem, the love, and veneration of bis 
country. You cannot now recal him by any ofier of 
wealth or honours; yet I fortel that a time will come 
when you yourself will be the cause of his return; pro- 
ceed my Lord as you have begun, and you will soon 
reduce this country to an extremity in which the wisest 
and best subjects must be called upon and must be 
employed; till then, enjoy your triumph." 

In a letter of Atticus, dated 14th November 1768, the 
reinstatement of Sir Jeffery is alluded to in the follow- 
ing terms : — " When an ungracious act was to be done, 
the Earl of Hillsborough was chosen for the instrument 
of it. He deserved since he submitted, to bear the whole 
reproach of Sir Jeffery Amherst's dismission. The 
gallant Knight obtained his price; and the noble Earl, 
with whatever appetite, must meet him, with a smile 
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of congratulation, and dear Sir Jeffery I moH cordially wish 
gou joy! After all it mnst be confessed, there are some 
mortifications which might touch even the callous spirit 
of a courtier." 

As farther proof of Jnnios's friendship for Sir Jeffery, 
and the great interest he took in his concerns, it may be 
noticed that in his letter of 7th February, 1769, to Sir 
William Draper, he makes the following charge against 
LordGranby, the Commander in Chief: — "As to his 
serrUe submission to the reigning ministry, let me ask 
whether he did not desert the cause of the whole army 
when he suffered Sir Jeffery Amherst to be sacrificed, 
and what share he had in recalling that officer to the 
serrice?" 

The attention paid to the philippics gainst Lord 
Hillsborough, and the celebrity they had acquired, stimu- 
lated the author to new and additional exertions; and 
having in the beginning of the ensuing year (1769), com- 
pleted another letter, with more than usual elaboration 
and polish, which he seemed to have intended as a kind 
of introductory address to the nation at large, he sent it 
forth under the name of Junius (a name he had hitherto 
assumed but once) to the office of the Public Advertiser, 
in which journal it appeared on Saturday, January 21st, 
1769. The popularity expected by the author from this 
performance was more than accomplished; and what in 
some measure added to his fitme, was a reply (for the 
Public Advertiser was equally oped to all parties) from a 
real character of no small celebrity, Sir William Draper — 
principally because the attack upon his Majesty's minis- 
ters had extended itself to Lord Oranby, at that time 
Commander in Chief, for whom Sir William Draper 
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profbssed the most cordial esteem and friendship. From 
the extraordiaar; effect produced by the author's first 
letter under the signature of Juntas, be resolved to 
adhere to it exclusively in all bis subsequent letters with 
which he took more tban ordinary pains, and which 
alone be was desirous of having attributed to himself; 
while to other letters, composed with less care and 
merely explaaatory of pass^^ in his more finished 
addresses, or introduced for some collateral purpose, he 
subscribed some random name that occurred to him at 
the moment. The letters of Philo Juniui are alone an 
exception to this remark. "The auxiliary part of Philo 
Junius," JoBtru tells us in his preface," was indispensably 
necessary to defend or explain particular passages in 
Junius, in answer to plausible objections, but the sub- 
ordinate character is never guilty of the indecorum of 
praising bis principal. The fraud was innocent, and I 
always intended to explain it." 

The following is Mr. Woodfall's account of the manner 
in which the correspondence was conducted. -x 

A common name, such as was by no means likely to 
excite any peculiar attention, was first chosen by Junius, 
and a common place of deposit indicated. The parcels 
from Junius himself were sent direct to the printing 
office; and whenever a parcel, or a letter in return, was 
waiting for him, it was announced in the Notices to Cor- 
respondents, by such signals as "N. E. C; a letter;" 
" Vindex shall be considered;" "C. in the usual place;" 
" an Old Correspondent shall be attended to." The in- 
troductory C. being a little varied from that commonly 
used, or by a line of Latin poetry. " Don't always use," 
Bays our author, "the same signal; any absurd Latin verse, 
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will answer the pnrp<»e. And when the answer implied 
a mere n^ative or affirmative, it was communicated in 
the newspaper, by a simple "yes" or "no." The names 
of address more commonly assumed, were Mr. William 
Middleton, or Mr. John Fretly; and the more common 
places of address were the bar of the Somerset CoSee- 
house of the New Exchange, or Monday's in Maiden 
Lane, the waiters of which were occasionally fee'd for 
their punctuality. But these were varied for other names 
and places, as circumstances might dictate. 

By what conveyance Junius obtained bis letters and 
parcels irom the places at which they were left for him, 
is not very clearly ascertained. It is said that nothing 
could be more various than the delivery of the letters 
from Junins; lometimes they came hy the po»t, hut in a 
general way hy porters. 

Id consequence of two spurious editions of the Letters 
having been published by printers, named Wheble and 
Newberry, Mr. Woodfell made application to Junius 
for leave to reprint bis Letters collectively, and subject 
to bis own revisal. It was these spurious republications 
that induced Sir William Draper to renew his contest 
with Junius, and the latter in answer tells Sir William 
(September 2d, 1769), "You cannot but know that the 
republication of my Letters was no more than a catch- 
penny contrivance of a printer, in which it was impos- 
sible I should be concerned, and for which I am in no way 
answerable. At the same time I wish you to understand, 
that if I do not take the trouble of reprinting these 
papers, it is not from any fear of giving ofience to Sir 
William Draper." 

Woodfall's proposal was not only readily oi 
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by Junius, but he shewed much anxiety to have the 
genuine edition printed with care and accuracy; and his 
directiona od this head to Mr. Woodfall will be fonnd 
very minate and particular, and furnish ns with much 
curious information respecting the composition of the 
Letters and the literary habits of their author. The first 
two sheets of the work only were revised by the author, 
the rest of the Letters were from the difficulty of convey- 
ance entrusted to the correction of Mr. Woodfall, and 
the dedication and preface were confided to the care of 
Mr. Wilkes. In preparing this edition for the press, j/ 
instead of closing the regular series of letters possessing 
the signatnre of Junius with that dated October 5, 1771, 
upon the subject of " the unhappy differences," as he 
calls them, " which had arisen among the friends of the 
people, and divided them from each other;" he added 
five others, which the events of the day had impelled 
bim to write, during the reprinting of the Letters, not- 
withstanding the intention he had expressed of offering 
nothing further under this signature. And instead of 
introducing the explanatory letters written under other 
signatures, he confined himself, in order that the work 
might be published before the ensuing session of Par- 
liament, to three justificatory papers: the first, under the 
title of "A Friend of Junins," containing an answer to 
*' A Barrister at Law;" the second, an anonymous decla- 
ration upon certain points on which his opinion had been 
mistaken or misrepresented; and the third, an extract 
froia a letter to Mr. Wilkes, drawn up for the purpose 
of being laid before the Bill of Rights Society, and 
vindicating himself from the charge of having written in 
ikvour of long parUamenls and rotten boroughs. 
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Junius's answer to Mr Woodfall'e proposid is in the 
following words: — " I can h&\e no manner of objection 
to 7our reprinting my Letters, if you think it will answer, 
which I believe it might, before Newberry appeared. If 
you determine to do it, give me a hint, and I will send 
you more errata (indeed they are innumerable), and 
perhaps a preface." (July 21, 1769). In reply to Wood- 
fell's next letter on the subject of the publication, he says : 
" Do with my Letters exactly what you please. I should 
think that to make a better figure than Newberry, some 
others of my letters may be added, and so throw out a 
hint, that you have reason to suspect that they are by the 
same author. If you adojit this plan, I shall point out 
those which I would recommend; for you know I do 
not, nor indeed have I time, to give equal care to them 
all." (August 16, 1769). 

In another letter, dat«d November 8, 1771, Junius 
thus announces the termination of his labours: — "At 
last I have concluded my great work, and I assure you 
with no small labour. I would have you begin to 
advertise immediately, and publish before the meeting of 
Parliament. Let all my papers In defence of Junius be 
inserted. I shall now supply yon very fast with copy 
and notes. The paper and type should at least be as 
good as Wheble's. You must correct the press yovraelf, 
bat I should be glad to see corrected proofs of the two first 
sheets. Shew the dedication and frefaee Ui Mr. WUket, 
and if he has any material objection let me know: I say 
material, because of the difficulty of getting your letter." 
Agiun on the 10th of the same month he writes : " I 
think the second page, with the widest lines, looks best; 
what is your essential reason for the change? I send 
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you tome more sheets. I think the paper is not bo 
good as Wheble's, but I may be mistaken: the type is 
good. Prevail upon Mr. Wilkes to let yon have extracts 
of my second and third letters to him ; it will make 
the hook stiU more new. I would see them before 
they are printed, bnt keep this last to yourself." On 
the 5th December following, he gives these directions: 
"These papers are all in their exact order; take great 
care to keep them so. In a few days more I shall have 
sent yon all the copy; you must then take care of it 
yourself except that I most see proof-sheets of the dedi- 
cation and pre&ce, and these, if at all, I must see before 
the end of the week. You shall have the extract to go 
into the second volume; it will be a short one. When 
you send the al>ove mentioned proof-sheets, return my own 
copy with them," On the 10th December he writes thus: 
"The inclosed completes all the materials that I can give 
you. I have done nty part, take care t/ou do yours. 
There are still two letters wanting, which / expect you 
wiil not fail to insert in their places. One is from Philo 
Junius to SciBvola, about Lord Camden; the other to a 
Friend of the People, about pressing. They must be 
in the course of October. I have no view but to serve 
you, and consequently have only to desire that the dedi- 
cation and preface may be correct. Look to it. If you 
take it upon yourself, I will not foi^ve you suffering it 
to be spoiled. / weigh every word; and every alleratioti, m 
my eyes at least, ia a blemish." The following passage, 
in a letter of the 17th December, contains Junins's 
directions for the splendid set of the work, bound in 
vellum and gilt, that has excited so much speculation ; 
and the production of which has been anxioasly looked 
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for, to decide and set at rest for ever the maclHagitated 
question of the authorebip of the Letters. "When the' 
book is finished let me have a set, bound in vellam, gilt 
and lettered, ' Jnnias I. II.' as handsomely as you can, 
the edges gilt; let the sheets be well dried before binding. 
I must have two sets in blue paper covers. This is all 
the fee I shall ever desire of yon. I think yon ought 
not to publish before the second week in Januafy." 

The ensuing private letters of Junius to Mr. Wood&Il, 
exhibit considerable uneasiness and surprise at the delay 
in the publication, and he sometimes expresses himself in 
rather peevish aud querulous terms towards bia worthy 
publisher. In a letter of the 18th January, 1772, he 
says: "I am truly concerned to see that the publication 
of the book Is bo long delayed. It ought to have appeared 
before the meeting of Parliament. By no means would 
I have you insert this long letter, if it made more than 
the difference of two days in the publication. Believe 
me, the delay is a real injury to the cause." And in 
another letter of the 3rd February he writes: "I confess 
I do not see the use of the table of cont^its. I think 
it will be endless, and answer no purpose. An index 
of proper names and materials would in my opinion be 
sufficient. You may safely defy the malice of Wheble; 
whoever buys such a book, will naturally prefer the 
author's edition, and I think it will always be a book for 
sale. I really am in no hurry about that set." But on 
' Monday night, February 17, 1772,' he seems to have 
lost all patience, and sends this scolding epistle to Mr. 
Wood&Il: "Surely you have misjudged it very much, 
about the book. I could not have conceived it possible 
that you could protract the publication so long. At this 
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tinie pBTticnlarly, before Mr. Sawbridge's motion, it 
woald have been of eingular nse. Yon have trifled too 
long with the public expectation. At a certain point of 
time the appetite palle. I fear you have already lost the 
season. The book, I am sure, will lose the greatest part 
of the effect I expected from it. But I have done." 
Mr. Wood&ll however appears to have satisfied his testy 
eorreepondent that the lault was not with him ; for on the 
S2d Febmary Junius sends him the following handsome 
apology : — " I do yon the justice to believe that the delay 
has been unavoidable. The expedient you propose of 
printing the dedication and preface in the Public Adver- 
tiser, is nnadvisable; the attention of the public would 
then be quite lost to the book itself I think your rivals 
will be disappointed. Nobody will apply to them, when 
they can be sapplied at the fountain head." In his next 
letter, ofthe29lh February, Junius desires Mr, Wood- 
Mi to return his thanks to Mr. Wilkes, for the trouble 
he bad taken in perusing and revising the dedication and 
preface, and expresses a wish that he had taken more. 
But agEun becoming impatient at the still protracted 
period of publication, he writes to Mr. Woodfall, on the 
3rd March, in these words: "Your letter was twice 
refused last night, and the waiter as of^n attempted to 
see the person who sent for it. I am impatient to see 
the book, and think I had a right to that attention a 
little before the general publication. When I desired to 
have two sets sewed, and one bound in vellum, it was 
not from a principle of economy; I despise such little 
savings, and shall still be a purchaser. If I was to hw/ 
a* na*y tett at I want, it teould be remarked. Pray let the 
two B^ be well parcelled up, and left at the bar of 
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Mundaj'B CoSee-boDBe, Maiden Lane, with the same 
direction, and with orders to be delivered to a churman 
who will ask for them in the conrse of to-morrow evening. 
Farewell," 

At last hiB ardent desirea were gratified; for on the 5tb 
March he thus acknowledges the receipt of the books: 
*' Your letters, with the books, are come safe to hand. 
The difficnltF* ^^ corresponding arises from Bitoation and 
necessity, to which we must snbmit. Be assured I will 
not give you more trouble than is unavoidable. If the 
vellum books are not yet bound, I would wut (or the 
index. If they are, let me know by a line in the P. A. 
When they are ready, they may safely be left at the 
same place as last night. On your account I am alarmed 
at the price of the book. I am no judge, and can only 
pray for your success. What you say about the profit 
is very handsome. I like to deal with sncb men. Ax 
for myae:\{, be assured that I am far above all pecunuiry 
pieies! and no other person I think has any claim to 
share with you; make the most of it, therefore, and let 
all your views in life be directed to a solid, however 
moderate, independence. Without it no man can be 
happyi nor even honest." 

The latter part of the letter alludes to an ofier of half 
the profits of the book, which Mr. Woodfall had made 
to Jnnius; and from the manner in which the latter 
declined any participation in the profits of the work, it 
is clear that he mast at least have been a person in easy, 
if not in affluent, circumstances. 

The surprise expressed by Junius at the price of the 
book is another strong proof of his not being an author 
by profession, afibrdiug as it docs decisive evidence that 
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he was a complete novice in the mystery of book-mokiog, 
and that he coald not have had any previouB dealiags 
with the trade. 

The motives of the author for publUfaing this edition 
of his Letters, and the assignment of the copyright to 
Mr. Woodfall, are stated in the pre&ce in these words: 
" The encouragement given to a multitude of spurious 
mangled publications of the Letters of Junius, persuades 
me that a complete edition, corrected and improved by 
the author, will be favourably received. The printer will 
readily acquit me of any view to my own profit. I 
undertake this troublesome task merely to serve a man 
who has deserved well of me and of the public, and who, 
on my account, has been exposed to an expensive tyran- 
nical prosecution. For these reasons I ^ve to Mr. Henry 
Sampson Wood&ll, and to him alone, my right, interest 
and property in these Letters, as fully and completely, to 
all intents and purposes, as an author can possibly convey 
his property in his own works to another." 

We have seen that Mr. Wilkes and Mr. Butler 
thought the Letters were composed by one person only; 
and this opinion appears to be borne out by the follow* 
ing extracts from the private letters of Junius to Mr. 
Wilkes, in which he details, in a manner so character- 
istic and natoral as to bear decisive marks of truth and 
sincerity, how he groped about for information — 
" And dirougli the palpable obscure found out 
His uncouth way." 

(18th September 1771.) " The constitutional ai^ument is 
obvious. I wish you to point out to me where you think 
the force of the formal legal ai^ument lies. In pursuing 
such inquiries, I lie under a singular disadvantage. Not 
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Tcntoring to consult those who are qnalified to infeTm 
me, I am forced to collect everything from books or / 
common conveisation. The pains I took with tfast paper ' 
upon PriTil^e, were greater than I can express to you. 
Yet after I had blinded myself with poring over journals, 
debates, and parliamentary history, I was at last obliged 
to hazard a bold assertion, which I am now convinced is 
true, as I really then thought it, because it has not been 
disproved or disputed." And in another letter, of the 
6th November 1771, he expresses himself thus: "Besides 
the fallibtli^ natur^ to us all, no man writes under 
BO many disadvant^es as I do. I cannot consult the 
learned J I cannot directly ask the opinion of my acquaint- 
ances; and in the newspapers I never am assisted. Those 
who are conversant with books well know how ofion they 
mislead us, when we have not a living monitor at hand to 
assist us in comparing practice with theory." 

In the anonymous declaration (2d November 1771), 
first published by Junius in the genuine edition, he says: 
" It has been ui^ed as a reproach to Junius, that he has not 
delivered an opinion upon the Game Laws, and particu- 
larly the late Dog Act. But Junins thinks be has much 
greater reason to complain, that he is never assisted by 
those who are able to assist him, and that almost the 
vrhole labour of the press is thrown upon a single hand, 
from which a discussion of every public question what- 
soever is unreasonably expected. He is not paid for 
his labour, and certainly has a r%ht to choose his 
employment." 

Junius appears to have compared and finished his 
Letters with the most assiduous labour and care. " I . 
weigh," says he, " every word; and every alteration, in 
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my eyes at least, is a blemish." Hia own opinion of 
some of hia letters may be collected from the following 
extracts. Of the letter of the 6th October 1769, to the 
Printer of the P. A., he says: " I wish the inclosed to 
be announced to-morrow conspicaously, for Tuesday; 
I am not capable of writing anything more finished." 
And of the letter to Z<ord Mansfield, dated the 14th 
November 1770, be remarks: "The inclosed, though 
b^un within these few days, has been greatly laboured. 
Jl is Mry eorrectkf copied;' and I beg you will take care 
that it be literally printed as It stands," Of the letter to 
the Duke of Grafton (22d January 1771), he says: "I 
am strangely partial to the inclosed. It is finished with 
the utmost care. If I find myself mistaken in myjudg- 
ment of this purpose, I positively will never write again." 
The letter of the 30th September 1771, addressed to the 
Livery of London, he declares— "Is of such importance 
— so very material — that it must he given to the public 
immediately." 

Junius seems to have been quite shocked at the 
numerous blunders by which the spuHons editions of his 
Letters were deformed ; for upon receiving a copy of New- 
berry's book, he addressed a note to Woodfall, begging 
him to bint to Newberry, that as he had thought proper to 
reprint his Letters, he ought at least to have taken care 
to have corrected the errata; adding at the same time, 
"I did not expect more than the life <^ a newspaper; but 
if this man vrill keep me alive, let me live without being 
ofieosive." 

During the whole period that Junius wrote in the 

Public Advertiser he was exceedingly anxious to repn- 

* This wens to imply that he employed an amauuensii. 
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diate and diaclaim all such letters aa he had not actually- 
written, bat which mi^ht possibly be mistaken by the 
public for his com positions. Thus in a letter to Mr. 
Woodfall, of the 16th November 1769, he eays: "Ab I 
do not choose to answer for anybody's sins bat my own, 
I roust desire you to ssy to-morrow, we can assure the 
public that the letter signed A. B., relative to the Dake 
of Rutland, is not written by the author of Jnnina." 
Again, on the 19tb October 1770, he observes: "By 
your affected silence yoa encourage an idle opinion that 
I am the author of 'The Whig,' though yoa very well 
know the contrary. I neither admire the writer nor his 
idol I hope you will set this matter right." This idol 
was the Earl of Chatham; and Junius himself shortly 
afterwards became one of his worshippers. 

So early as July 12, 1769, Mr. Woodfell tells uB that 
Junius began to entertain thoughts of dropping a cha- 
racter and signature which most have cost him great 
labour, and not unfrequently exposed him to peril: " I 
really doubt," says he, " whether I shall write any more 
under this signature. I am weary of attacking a set of 
brutes, whose writings are too dull to furnish me with 
even the materials of contention, and whose measures 
are too gross and direct to be the subject of ai^ument, or 
to require illustration," 

The last political letter issued under the signature of 
Junius was addressed to Lord Camden, and possessed 
the peculiarly of l>eing the only encomiastic letter that 
ever fell from the pen of Junius. It followed the pub- 
lication of his long letter addressed to Lord Mansfield 
upon the illegal bailing of Eyre, and both letters were 
published on the 2Jst January 1772. It appears from 
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the correspondence of the £arl of Chatham, recently 
publiehed (it, 190), that Junius forwarded proof sheets* 
of these two letters to bis Lordship, accompanied by the 
fbllowi&g remarkable letter: 

(MmI Kcret.) 

My Lord, Loadau, i4lhJan. 1772. 

CoHFiDiNO implicitly on your Lordship's honour, I take 
the h'ber^ of Bubraitting to you the inclosed paper, before it be 
^vea to the public. It U to appear on the morning of the meet- 
ing of Parliament. Lord Mansfield flatters himself, that I have 
dropped aU thoughts of attacking turn; and I would give him as 
little time as possible to concert his measures with the Ministry. 
The address to Lord Camden will be accounted for, when I say, 
that the nation in general are not quite so secure of hit flrmnesB 
as they are of Lord Chatham's. 

I am so clearly satisfied that Lord Manaiield has done an act 
rot warranted by law, and that the inclosed argument is not to 
be answered (besides that I find the lawyers concur with me], 
that I am inclined to expect he may himself acknowledge it as 
an oversight, and endeavour to whittle it away to nothing. For 
this possible event, 1 would wish your Lordship and the Duke of 
Richmond, to be prepared to take down his words, and thereupon 
to move for commitling him to the Tower. I hope that proper 
steps win also be taken in the House of Commons. If he makes 
no confession of his guilt, hut attempts to defend himself by any 
legal argument^ I then submit it to your Lordship, whether it 
might not be proper to put the following questions to the Judges, 
In factthey answer themselvesi but it will embarrass the Ministry, 

* 'litis explains the following enigmatical passage in Junius's 
private letter to WoodfidI (January 11, 1772): "Your filing to 
send me the proofs, as you engaged to do, disappoints and dis- 
toresses me extremely. It is not merely to correct the press 
(though even that is of consequence), but for another moit material 
puffMue. This will be entirely defeated if you do not let me have 
the two proob on Monday morning." 
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and niin the character which Muufield pretendi to, if the House 
should put a direct negative upon the motion. 

lot. Whether, according to the true meaning aod intendnietit 
of the laws of England relatire [o bail for criniiDal oSencea, a 
person podtively charged with felon; — taken in JiagrtmU delicto 
— with the nunnctuere, and not making any defence, nor ofiering 
any evidence to induce a doubt whether he be guilty or innocent, 
— ii bailiAU or not bailable f 

3d. Whether the power, exercised by the Judgei of the Court 
«f King's Bench, of bailing for offences, not bailable by ajustiee 
of peace, be an absolute power of mere will and pleasure in the 
Judge, or a discretionary power, regulated and governed, in the 
application of it, by the true meaning and intendment of the law 
relative to bailT 

Lord Mansfield's constant endeavour to mirinterpret the laws 
of England is a sufficient general ground of impeachment. The 
spedRc instances may be taken from his doctrine concerning 
Lliels; — the Grosvenor cause ;— hii pleading Mr.De Grey's defence 
upon the Bench, when he said, "Idem fecenml alii, el multi el 
*0Bi;"— his suffering an affidavit to be read, in " The Kmg against 
Blair," tending to inflame the Conrt against the defendant when 
lie was brought up to receive sentence; — his direction to the jury 
in the cause of Ansel], by which he admitted parol evidence 
against a written agreement, and in consequence of which the 
Court of Common Pleas granted & new trial; and lastly, his 
partial and wicked motives for bailing Eyre. There are some 
material circumstances relating to this last, which I thought it 
right to reserve for your Lordship alone. 

It will appear by the evidence of the Gaoler and the City Soli- 
citor's clerk, that Lord Mansfield refused to hear the return read, 
and at first ordered Eyre to be bound only in 2001., with two 
sureties, until his clerk, Mr. Piatt, proposed 3001., with three 
sureties. Mr. King, clerk to the City Solicitor, was never asked 
for his consent, nor did he ever give any. From these facts 
I conclude, either that he bailed without knowing the cause of 
r, which is highly probable, that he knew it extra- 
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jndidall]' fivm the Scotchmeu, and «m ashamed to have tb« 
Ktnm read. 

I will not presume to trouble your Lordship with any awnirances, 
howevei mncere, of my respect and esteem foi your character, 
and admiradon of your ahilitiee. Retired and unknown, I live in 
the shade, and have only a speculative ambition. In the warmth 
of my imagination, I sometimes conceive, that, when Junius exerts 
his utmost &cullies in the service of his country, he approaches 
in theory to Aat exalted character which Lord Chatham alone 
fills up, and uniformly supports in action. , 

Another letter, under the signature of Nemeeis, appeared \ 
on the 12th Ma;^ 1772, which vas the last of all the 
public letters written by Junius. 

The farewell letter of Junius to Mr. Woodfall bears 
date 19th January 1773, and is in the following words : 

" I have s«en the ugnals thrown out for your old iViend and 
correspondent: be aMured that I have had good reason for not 
complying with them. In the present state of things, if I were to 
write again, I must be as silly as any of the homed cattie, that 
run mad through the city, or as any of your wise aldermen. I 
meant, the cause and the puhlic. Both are given up, I feel for the 
honour of this country, when I aee that there are not ten men in 
it, who will unite and stand together upon any one question. But 
it is all alike, vile and contemptible. Tou have never flinched, that 
I hum of, and I shall always rejoice to hear of your prosperity. 
If you have anything to communicate (of moment to yourself), 
yon may use the last address, and give a hint." 

"The private and confidential letters addressed to the 
late Mr. Woodfall (says Dr. Good), are now for the Brst 
time made public by his son, who is in the possession 
of the author's autographs; and from the various &cts 
and anecdotes they disclose, not only in relation to this 
extraordinary character, but to other characters as well, 
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the; cannot fail of being highlj interesting to the political 
world. To have published these Letters at an earlier 
period, would have been a gross breach of trust and 
decorum. It is no objection to their being genuine, that 
they were omitted by Junius in bis own edition, pub- 
lished by Mr. Woodfall; there is a material difference 
between publishing a complete edition of the Letters of 
Junius, and a complete edition of the Letters of the 
Writer of that name. The first was the main object of 
Junius himself." 

Between January 2lBt, and MayI2th, 1772, it appears 
that Junius wrote eleven private letters to Mr. Woodfall. 
After that date, it is not known that he ever wrote to him 
more than once, viz. January 19th, i773, after a silence 
of more than eight months. If any letters passed between 
them afterwards, all traces of the correspondence are lost. 
His letters signed Junius, toolc up exactly a period of 
three years. All his public letters, under this and other 
signatares, somewhat more than five years. During the 
whole of this period he kept up with bis printer a corres- 
pondence so "frequent and full," as to prove the greatest 
stumbling-block to every conjecture that has hitherto 
been formed of the author. The table given in the Pre- 
liminary Essay shews that in the course of the year 1769, 
the author maintained not less than fifty-four communi- 
cations with Mr. Woodfall; that not a single month 
passed without one or more acts of intercourse; that some 
of them had not less than seven, many of them not less 
six — at times directed to events that had occurred 
inly a few days antecedently; that the two most distant 
'communications were not more than three weeks apart ; 
ibat several of them were daily, and the greater part of 
them not more than a week from each other. 
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When we coosider the rapidi^ with which Junins 
produced his Letters, and the marks of elaboration and 
high finish which they bear; it may he doubted whether 
his carefully drawn portraits, and brilliant metaphors, 
were really composed within the short periods that in- 
tervened between the publication of his respectire letters. 
Every man engaged in literary pursuits will admit the 
difficulty, if not the impossibility, of attaining by any 
continnous mental effort that bigb degree of condensation 
and polish which the writings of Junius exhibit. It is 
only by retouching at long intervals, when the subject is 
in a manner forgotten and presents itself in a new aspect, 
that the eye of taste detects those minute inaccuracies 
and hlemishes, which escape observation in the first 
glow of composition. 

It is therefore not improbable that Junius resorted to 
some such method as that used by Butler, of whom Dr. 
Johnson says, " I am informed by Mr. Thyer, of Man- 
chester, that he could shew something like Hudibras in 
prose. He has in his possession the common-place book 
in which Butler deposited, not such events and precepts 
as are gathered by reading, but snch remarks, similitndes, 
allusions, assembla^s or inferences, as occasion prompted 
or meditation produced; those thoughts that were gene- 
rated in his own mind, and might be usefully applied to 
some future purpose, Buch is the labour of those who 
write for immortality !" 

Both Mr. Butler and Dr. Good, we have seen, came 
to the conclusion that Junius must have resided almost 
constantly in London during the time the Letters were 
written, from January 1769 to January 1772. "Junius," 
observes Dr. Good, " had no time for remote excursions, 
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DOT often for relaxstion, even in the Ticinity of the Metro- 
polis itself. Tet from bis private letters, we could almost 
collect a journal of his absences, if not an itinerary of his 
little tonrs : for he does not appear to have left London 
at any time without some notice to the printer, either of 
bis intention, or of the Act itself upon his return home; 
independently of which, the frequency and regularity of 
his correspondence seldom allowed of distant travel — 
' I have been ont of town,' says he, in his letter of 
November 8th, 1769, '/'"' '*"s weeks, and though I got 
your last, could not conveniently answer it ;' on another 
occasion, ' I have been some dayt in the country, and 
could not conveniently send for your Utter until this 
night.' And s^ain, ' I want rest severely, and am going 
to find it in the country for a few days.'" 

In the year 1771, Junius opened his private and con- 
fidential correspondence with Mr. Wilkes, who was then 
one of the sherifis of London, and at the height of his 
popularity. 

Wilkes records the receipt of Janius's first letter by the 
following indorsement: — "August 31st, 1771 — Received 
on Wednesday noon by a churman, who said he brought 
it from a gentleman whom he saw ia Lancaster Court in 
the Strand." 

This letter is wholly on the subject of appointing 
Alderman Sawbridge, Lord Mayor, out of the regular 
succession, and Wilkes's influence being at that time 
paramount in the city, Junius wished him to support 
Sawbridge's election. In reply, Wilkes explains his 
reasons for not acceding to Junius's wishes, and candidly 
states that be thought Junius entertained too favourable an 
opinion of the Alderman. It has been remarked, that 
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•TaninB mnBt have had some private motive for taking 
Buch aa estraordinaiy interest in the enccem of Alderman 
S&wbridge, and that hia friendship for this gentleman is 
apparent in many other iastance§. Jnaius was hj no 
means pleased with Wilkes's answer, and evinced symp- 
toms of extreme mortification when he found that 
Mr. Nash had triamphed over Sawbridge. "What an 
abandoned, prostituted idiot," he writes to Woodlall, 
"is your Lord Mayor. The shameful msmanagement which 
brought him into office, gare me the first, and an uncon- 
querable, disgust." 

We shonld howcTCr mention, that before Wilkes 
answered Jnnius's first commnnication, he recelred 
another long epistle from the prolific pen of his invisible 
correspondent, dated 7th September 1771, respecting 
the proceedings of the Bill of Rights Society. Wilkes 
acknowledged the receipt of both letters by the following 
advertisement in the Public Advertiser:— 

Prince'i Court, Monday, S^ttembtr 9th. 

Mr. Wilkes hai the hoDDiir of receinag from the Mine gentleman 
two excelleDt lettera on important subjects; one dated August 21, 
the other September 7. 

He b«gs the favour of the autlior to piescribe the mode of 
Mr. Wilkes's 



To this advertisement Wilkes received the following 
answer by the penny post:— 

10 J«pi*mJ«-, 1771. 

You may entrust Woodfall with a. letter for me. Leave the 
rest to hii management. 

I expect that you will not enter into any eiplanations with 
him whatever. 
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Several other letters afterwards passed between the 
parties, principally on the events and politics of the 
day, in which the most exalted characters, and even that 
of Majesty itself, are canvassed with the utmost freedom. 
The letters of Wilkes display much vivacity and spirit, 
while Junius seldom descends from the dignity of his 
assumed character; and he often takes the liberty of 
lecturing Wilkes pretty freely on his conduct In one 
of his letters, which Wilkes has marked as received 
September 23, 1771, Junius saye, — "In my opiniou, 
you should not wish to decline the appearance of being 
particularly addressed in that letter [alluding to one of 
his former letters]. It is calculated to give you dignity 
with the public. There is more in it than perhaps you 
are aware of. Depend upon it, the perpetual union of 
WUkei and Mob does you no service: not but that I 
love and esteem the mob. It is your interest to keep up 
dignity and gravity besides. I would not make myself 
cheap, by walking the streets so much as you do. Ver- 
bum sat." 

After a while, Wilkes appears to have become some- 
what alarmed at carrying on this dangerous correspond- 
ence with a character so provokingly mysterious; for in 
a letter addressed to Junius, on the 6th November, he 
says, — ^^ You shall have every communication yon wish 
from me. Yet I beg Junius to reflect a moment. To 
tehom am 1 now writing? I am all doubt and uncertainty, 
though not mistrust or suspicion. I should be glad to 
canvass freely every part of a great plan. I dare not 
write it to a man I do not know; of whose connexions I 
am totally ignorant. I differ with Junius in one point: I 
think hy being concealed he has infinite advantages which 
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I want. I am on ihe Indian coast, where, from the fire 
kindled round me, I am marked out to every hostile arrow 
which knows its way to me. Those who are in the dark 
are safe, from the want of direction of the pointless shaft. 
I followed Junias's adrice about the card, on the anni- 
versary of the king's acoeision. I dropped the Idea, I 
wish to know his sentiments about certain projects against 
the usurped powers of the House of Lords. The business 
is too vast to wnte, too hazardous to commanicate, to 
an unknown person. Janitu will forgive me. What can 
be done? Alas! where is the man, after all Wilkes has 
experienced, in whose friendly bosom he can repose his 
secret thoughts, his noble but dangerous designs? The 
person most capable he cau have no access to, and all 
others he will not trust. I eland alone; itoU, as the 
French call It; a single colomn, unpropped, and perhaps 
nodding to its tall." 

Junius wrote another short letter afterwards, which 
Wilkes answered; and the correspondence then ceased. 
Junius's first letter to Wilkes is dated 21st August 1771 ; 
and his last, 9th November 1771 ; during this period 
Wilkes received ten letters and notes, several of which 
are of considerable length. 

At Wilkes's death this correspondence came into the 
possession of his daughter. Miss Mary Wilkes, irom 
whose executors the letters appear to have passed into 
the hands of Mr. Woodiall, and were first published in 
his complete edition of Jnnins, in 1S12. 

Mr. Butler tells us that "all the letters, except the letter 
to the king, are, if I remember rightly, In the same band- 
writing. It is like that which well-educated ladies 
wrote about the b^inning of the century, a lai^e open 
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hand, regular, approaching to the Italian. The letter to 
the king was in a handwriting perfectly different, a 
Tery r^ular staid hand, no difference between the iiiir 
Btrake and the body of the letters. The letters generally, 
if not always, were sent in an envelope (which was then 
by no means so general as it now is), and in the folding 
Y' up and the direction of the letter we thought we could 

see markt of the writer's habit of folding and dtraelhtg 
official letters. The lines were very eyen ; very few blots, 
ersHoreB, or marks of hurry." — Reminis. i. 79. 

Mr. Jackson, who was one of Mr, Woodiall's shop- 
men when the Letters of Junius appeared, mentions in a 
letter inserted by faim in the Gentleman's Magazine for 
June 1813, that the superscription was invariably teritten m 
the same handwriting, but that the contents were not always so. 

The various fao-similes of the handwriting of Junius 
given in Mr. Wood&ll's edition, his editor assures us, have 
been executed with peculiar fidelity, and selected from 
those parts of bis manuscripts which present the greatest 
diversity of penmanship; though the differences, except in 
that numbered eight, are so trifling, that a hard or a soft, 
a good or a had, pen, is sufficient to account for them. 
The seals used by Junius have also been delineated with 
equal accuracy. 

Mr, Wilkes remarked that the manner in wliich 
Junins corrected the printed sheets shewed that he was 
accustomed to snch an employment, and had a familiar 
use of the marks of printers in correcting proof sheets; 
but we do not find this opinion corroborated by Mr. 
Wood&ll, who would be a much better authority. 

There is much diversity of opinion among the Investi- 
gators, as to whether the Lettersof Junius were the com- 
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poeitioaof one or more persons; whetlter the author wrote 
them with his own hand or employed an amanneneis; 
and as to what has become of the autographs of Jnnias's 
pMie Letters, for it seems that Mr. G. Woodfall only 
possessed the private Notes written to his father. These 
Inqairiea are interesting, inasmuch as they tend to throw 
light on the important question, whether Junius was in 
fact — 'the sole depository of his own secret.' On these 
points his assertions and the internal evidence afforded 
by the Letters are contradictory and inconsistent ; bnt 
this is nothing more than might be expected, because 
the concealment of the author mainly depended on his 
success in misleading the world on the subject. "The 
general idea," saya Mr. Butler, " that the letters were the 
composition of more than one person, we always rejected." 
" In the instance of handwriting," observes Mr, E. H. 
Barker (p. 138), "it is by many persons admitted that 
Junius sometimes, or always, employed an amanuensis, and 
hence arises a difficulty which proves the uncertainty of 
all argumentsconnectedwith this branch of the question: 
who can decide — 1. Whether Junius did (as Mr. Butler 
in bis Reminiscences, i. 100, thinks), or did not (as 
Mr. Taylor, p. 370, imagines) employ an amanuensis? 
2. Whether he did or did not uniformly employ the same 
amanuensis? 3. Whether that amanuensis did or did 
not convey the letters to Woodfall? 4. Whether we 
have clear and positive and certain evidence that the 
private letters to Woodfall signed Jtmitu, were in the 
handwriting of the real Junius, i.e. of him who com- 
posed them? 5. Whether, supposing the handwriting 
of the real Junius to have been alone employed, it was 
on all occasions his natural, or on all occasions his dis- 
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guited faand) or eometimeB the natural, and soiDetimes 
the disguised hand V 

In a letter written by Mr. Butler to Mr. E. H. Barker, 
the 14th June 1628, it is said; — "I know from Mr. 
Woodfall himaelf, that be thinks the originals of Junius's 
Letters were destroyed by his father ; but I believe he has 
no reason for thinking it, except that it was the custom 
of bis father to bum all his letters at a certain period of 
the year. A» Juniut't letter* had so much real, and to ttmeh 
pota^leimporlance, I cannot believe the fact. Mr, Woodiall, 
however, is persuaded of it, and is convinced that some 
how or other I am mistaken in thinking I saw the 
original letters in the custody of Mr. Wilkes. As the 
circumstance, if It took place at all, took place about 
half a century ago, I should readily admit the mistake, 
if the fact now came into my memory for the first time. 
But the circumstance that I saw the letlen in Mr. Wilkes's 
custody; that the letter to the king is in a handwriting 
different from the othert; and the conversations which 
took place at the time between Mr. Wilkes and myself, 
have occurred to my mind more than once in every 
year since the time I have mentioned, and my recollec- 
tion of the fact is so distinct, that I have no doubt of it." 

Mr. Thomas Coventry, likewise, in a letter addressed 
to the same gentleman, dated January 5th, 1828, aays — 
' " In reply to your queries, I believe I can now strictly 
! answer them. 1. Mr. Woodfall declares that eveiy year 
J it was his father's custom to destroy all the papers of the 
preceding year; buttvithreipeeltoJunitti'seorre^ondencef 
2. There is every reason to believe, that after such letters 
were printed, it teas the invariable ctutom to return them to 
Junius through the medium of the coffee-houses. Without 
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any private opinion, we have safficient evidence from 
the correspondeDce between him and Mr. Wood^l, that 
anch packets were regularly sealed and delivered, — what 
else could they contain? 3. We bave also evidence that v 

the private letters to Mr. Wilkes were forwarded through 
Mr. Woodfall. You may recollect he says in oue of his 
notes — Shew the dedicadon and preface to Mr. Wilkes." 
There is, Mr. Barker thinks, some reason to doubt 
whether any of the letters addressed by Junius to Mr. 
Wilkes were in the handwriting which we consider to 
be the handwriting of Junius, It is preUy evident that 
Junius corresponded with Mr. Wilkes througli Mr. 
Wood&ll; and there is fair ground for supposing, from 
the habitnal and unavoidable caution of Junius, that he 
would require copies to be taken in Mr. Woodfall's 
office, and forwarded to Mr. Wilkes by a porter, by a 
private hand, or by the penny post. It is certain that 
Mr. Wilkes was in the habit of endorsing the letters and 
stating when he received each, and (where he knew the 
&ct) from whom. Thus one communication was received 
"from a chairman;" another "by the penny post." Mr. 
Butler states the letter to the king, which he saw in 
Mr. Wilkes's possession, to have been in a diSerent 
hand from the others; and this is a strong confirmation 
that Mr. Wilkes bad not any originals, but only copies. 
In another letter, Mr. Coventry says, — " there is a lady 
now living, who when she was a giri used to be locked 
up by old Woodfall till she bad executed her allotted 
tasks of transcription ; he kept possession of the letters, 
and dictated the matter to her from them. Moreover, 
the letter sent to Garrick by Wood&ll in the name of 
Junius, was not an original, but a copy. It was Mr. 
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Woodfiill'a lawyer, who resided in Patern(»tei>row, that 
copied the letter to Garrick, in Mr. Upcott's possession." 
Upon these communications, Mr. E. H. Barker makes 
the following remarks: — 
/ "The only specimens of Junius's writing, whether in a 
real or feigned hand, whether in his own hand or in the 
hand of an amannensis, on which reliance can be placed, 
are the private tetters of Junius to Mr, H. S. Wood- 
fall, in the possession of the present Mr. Wood^ll. The 
latter states that it was the practice of hia father, to 
destroy all correspondence at the end of the year. We 
will admit that it was his general practice ; but if such 
had been his universal and invariable practice, effen the 
private letters of Junius, addressed to himself, would 
have been sacrificed in the holocaust. The preservation 
of the private letters proves, beyond all doubt, that 
Woodfiill would have preserved every original communi- 
cation of Junius, if each and all had been in his power. 
The supposition of Mr. Coventry is well warranted — 
that Juuius's Utlera, at least the public letters, were 
returned to himself, through the Coffee-houses men- 
tioned in the private letters to Woodfeil." 

" It appears to our view (says Dr. Waterhouae), that 
the writings of Junius emanated from one mind, and yet 
not teithout assistance. Some person must have been 
privy to them ; but this aid must have been confined to 
the writer's own household, to his nearest family con- 
nexions, subordinate to one great overruling mind. 
Otherwise the transcription and the immediate trans- 
mission of those letters to one, and the same printer, 
could not have been accomplished; a service that oould 
not be purchased with money, or enforced by autbority. 
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It must have been dooe by kindretl aid alone, it being 
that kind of concern in which the stranger dotfa not 
intermeddle. Without such domestic aid, and affec- 
tionate conspiration, we cannot conceive that such an 
extiaordinary and dangerone correspondence could pos- 
sibly have been carried on three years undetected, and 
hare remained undivulged to this time. None of the 
searchers alter Junius have considered this point with 
due attention." — Euay, p. 97. 

" It may appear strange," observes Mr. Bntler, " that 
government could not discover Junius throagh the 
medium of the Post-office. Upon this I must observe, 
that I knew a lady, who for a long period of time received 
by the post, anonymona letters, some of them written in 
blood, accosing her of the most atrDcioaa crimes. She 
was nearly related to a nobleman very high in office, and 
by his desire all the powers of government were exerted 
to discover the writer of the letters, bat withont effect. 

" It was also mentioned to us from very good authority, 
that Lord North bad declared, that government had 
traced the porterage of the letters to an obscure person 
in Staples Inn, but could never trace them further." And 
in a note, Mr. Butler adds: "This expression has been 
confirmed to the reminiscent within these fewweeks, by a 
person present when it was spoken, with the additional 
circumstance that the gentleman in Staples Inn to whom 
it referred, was afterwards said to be the celebrated Isaac 
Reed, &nied for his literary acquaintance among all ranks 
of persons." i 

That Junius was an Englishman, we have his own 
express declaration, in the dedication of his Letters to the 
EngHsh nation, which commences with the following 
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sentence:^— "I dedicate to you & collection of Letters 
written by one of yourseloea, for the common benefit of 
us all." And in the preftce he speaks of himself as an 
" English gentleTotm." This is further confirmed by his 
diacriminate delineation of the English character. "■ The 
people of England are by nature somewhat phlegmatic; 
this complextonal character is extremely striking, when 
contrasted with the suddenness and vivacity of many of 
our neighhoars on the Continent; it even appears remark- 
able among the several kindred tribes which compose 
the great mass of the Bntish empire. The heat of the 
Welch, the impetuoaitif of the Irish, the acrimony of the 
Scotch, and the headlong violence of the Creoliatu, are 
nadonsl temperaments very different from that of the 
native genuine English. 

"This slowness of feeling is in some respects incon- 
venient; but on the whole view of life it has, I think, the 
advant^e clearly on its side; our eoutttn/men derive from 
thence a firmness, and uniformity, and a perseverance 
in their designs, which enable them to conquer the 
greatest difficnUies, and to arrive at the ultimate point of 
perfection in almost every thing they undertake." — 
Miic. Letters, 24th February 1768. 

The following ingenious argument has been adduced 
by Mr. Taylor (p. 166), to prove that Junius must have 
been a taU man. 

"It is the custom only of tall men, to attach very 
commonly the epithet ' Utile,' to those whom they are 
inclined to treat with disrespectful freedom. We seldom 
find one of a middle size guilty of this; it too nearly 
concerns himself. If he employs the term, it either loses 
its force, or recoils upon him with an unpleasant effect. 
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The slightest observation will confirm this remark. If 
then in Junius, we see the word lUtle, assigned to many 
different individualB, we may conclude that the person 
of the writer was of an opposite description. Should it 
appear that this is a faabit in which ho frequently indulges, 
and that some individuals not much, if anything, Iwlow 
the common standard are thue distinguished; we may 
judge, by the same rule, the denominator was himself 
a taller man than ordinary. To this class Jtutitu most 
certainly belongs; his liberal sprinkling of the ingloriova 
attribute, among those who had the honour of his notice, 
may be collected from the following examples. 

" I don't so much question Mr. Harvey's being able 
to give good advice, as that other little nan's being either 
willing or able to follow it;" alluding to Lord Barrington, 
who is ^ain styled ' my little lord.' 

"Mr, Chamier is scarcely ever mentioned, but as ' little 
Shammy — a tight active little felloto — a little gambling 
broker — little waddlewell — tittle three per cents, reduced 
— a little whiffling broker,' etc. 

" Mr. Ellis is a little piece of machinery — little Ellis — 
lUtle minikin Ellis " 

That Junius was a man of high rank and independent 
fortune, are points on which the best authorities are equally 
unanimous and decisive. Mr. Wood&ll's editor declares 
that "the proofs are clear that he was a man of ttKJepent/enf 
fortune; that he moved in the immediate circle of the 
court, and was intimately acquunted, from its first con- 
ception, with almost every public measure, every minis- 
terial intrigue, and every domestic incident." — Prelim. 
Etsai/, 32. 

And Mr. Butler inferred that Junius was a man of 
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I use quite naturally in his addresses to persons of rank, 

and in his expressions respecting them; and observes, 

1 "We have taken notice of the tone of equality in which 
Junius mentions and addresses the very highest pertonaget 

[of his times. How difficult it is for a person of an 
inferior rank to do this, appears from Swift's letters, and 
the anecdotes of him that have been transmitted to us, 
in which his consciousness of inferiority, notwithstanding 
his assumption of equaUty, pierces through every dis- 
guise." A further circumstance noticed by Mr. Wilkes , 
and Mr. Butler respecting Junius, was, his early intelli-/ 
gence of the measures of government "Those," observes 
Mr. Butler, "who recollect the controversy which took 
place between the Count de Guignes, the French ambas- 
sador in this country, and Salvador, the Portuguese Jew, 
in consequence of certain stock-jobbing transactions, 
during the dispute between Spain and this country re- 
specting Falkland Island, and the manner in which the 
British Cabinet changed on a sudden from words of war 
to words of peace, must be surprised at the early intelli- 
gence which Junius gave of this change to Woodikll," — 
Reminia. i. 85. 

On this subject, Dr. Oood also remarks, " that Junius 
moved in the immediate circle of the court, and was 
intimately and confidentially connected either directly 
or indirectly with ill the public office* of govemtaettt, 
is if possible still clearer than that he teas a man of 
independent propertt/; for the feature that particularly 
characterised him at the time of his writing, and that 
cannot even now be contemplated without surprise, was 
the &ciUty with which he became acquainted with eterg 
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miaiBterial measure, whether public or private, from almost 
the very instant of its conception." — Prelim. Euay, 35. ' 

la one of his private letters to Woodfall, Jnnins re- 
marks, " As for myself, be assured that I am far above all 
pecuniary views;" and in anotber, he says, "And you, I 
think, Sir, may be satisfied that my rank and fortune place 
me above a common bribe." On one occasion be appears 
to hint at some prospect of taking a part in the govern- 
ment of the country. " I doubt much whether I shall 
ever have the pleasure of knowing you, but if things take 
the fum / expect, j/ou thatl know me by my worki." 

It seems also evident from the Letters, that Junius was , 
a member of the Hoiue of Commoni. For in a letter of the , 
28tb May 1770, he says, " The speaker [Sir Fletcher \ 
Norton] being yonng in office, b^an with pretended I 
ignorance, and ended with deciding for the ministry, ffe 
were not turpriied at the decision, but he hesitated and / 

Mushed at his own baseness, and every man was astonisfied." 
Again in a letter of 22d April 1771, " JVe have seen 
him [Mr. Wedderbnme] in the Howe of Commons, over- 
whelmed with confusion, and almost bereft of his facul- \ 
ties." In anotber letter of Idth August 1771, he says, i 
" My vote will hardly recommend him [Lord Chatham] 
to an increase of his pensiou, or to a seat in the cabinet." ' 
Again, Oct. 5th, 1771, "I willingly accept of a sarcasm I 
from Colonel Barr^, or a simile from Mr. Burke, even j 
the silent vole of Mr. Calcrafl is worth reckoning in a 
division." This seems to be the language in which a 
meTober o( the House, and not a mere hearer of the debates, 
would express himself; and there are many such passages 
in the Letters. He also exhibits so intimate, so peculiar a 
knowledge of the customs and duties of the House, and 
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the bearing of ever^ measure which is agitated withia its 
walls, and of the character, manners, and sentiments of 
its members, and the distinct nature of their individnal 
eloquence, as could not well be possessed by any but one 
-of their own number. 

From the declaration contained in a letter of Philo 

/ Jnnias (August 26th, 1771), we learn that Juni'iu was a 
christian, and profeued an aitaehment to the eitablithed 
h, " As a man, I am satisfied that he (Junius) u 
a ehrittian upon the most sincere conviction. As a writer 
be would be grossly inconsistent with bis political prin- 
ciples, if he dared to attack a religion e»tahlithed by those 
/atos which it seems to be the purpose ofhislife to defend." 

r That Junius was of mature age, as supposed by Dr. 

I Good, is evident from various passages in his Letters. 

1 In one of themiscellaDeons letters, dated lOtb June 1760, 

\ he saysi '' I am an old reader of political controversy, I 
I remember the great Walpolian battles," etc.; now as 
\Sir Robert Walpole quitted office in 1741, Junius, at the 
lime this was written, conld scarcely be less than fifty 
years old. Id a private letter to Woodfall (27th Nov. 
1771) he observes, " After a long experience of the world, 
I affirm before Ood, I never knew a rogue who was not 
unhappy." We have likewise Junius's own acknowledg- 
ment that in the year 1771 his dancing days were over; 
this confession comes out in answer to a jovial invitation 
from Wilkes, to the Lord Mayor's feast. At that time 
Wilkes was Sheriff of London, and the artful dvic func- 
tionary tried hard to inveigle his mysterione tnend to the 
Lord Mayor's ball, and secure him as a partner (perhaps 
for life) for his amiable daughter. The invitation is 
coached in the following terms: 
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" Do«i Jnnias wish for any dinner or ball tickets for 
the Lord Mayor's day for himself or friends, oraftvourite, 
or Jmtia. The day will be worth ohservation, whether 
Cretd an earbone notandw, I do not know ; bat the people, 
sir, the people are the, sight I How happy thould I be to 
tee my Portia here dance a graceful miniief wUh Juniut 
Brvtvt. Bnt Junias is inexorable, and I submit. I would 
send your tickets to Woodfall." 

To Wilkes's polite invitation, Junius returned the fol- 
lowing grave and dignified answer: "Many thanks for 
yosr obliging offer, but, alas! my age andfyurewoald do 
but little credit to my partner. I acknowledge the rela- 
tion between Cato and Porda, bat in tnitb / we no 
connexion belaeen Juniiu and a minuet." 
If "The whole general style of Junius," observes the 
author of * Junius Unmasked/ " is that of a man whose 
age and experience, not less than his rani and abiUtiet, 
entitle him to speak with authority, and to claim for his / 
opinions a more than common deference and respect | 
Whatever he writes wears the air of easy, dignified, 
habitual superiority and confidence, which are altc^ther 
different from the hasty, petulant, presumptuous assurance 
of yonth^l No one can rise from the perusal of these 
Letters with the belief that they were the work of a 
youthful mind. In our opinion, this feeling amounts to 
a decided conviction. Junius speaks directly, in many 
instances, of the youth of those persons whom he scouiges 
with his satire, and he habitually does it with a manner 
full of superiority and deep-felt contempt Whenever 
he charges upon any member of the administration the 
atrocious crime of being ' a young man,' the chai^ is 
conveyed in the most sarcastic, reproachful language, 
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snd in a atyh which none but a man of years would have 
adopted. Some of hie remariu on the errors which young 
men are apt to &11 into, and the feelings Which they com- 
monly cherbh, exhibit a kuovledge that could have been 
only obtained from much reflection and experience." 

The following is a striking inetance. Junius eays, of 
Aie Duke of Grafton: "An obstinate, an governable, self- 
/sufficiency, plainly points out to us that state of imper- 
/fect maturity at which the graceful levity of youth is 
I lost, and the solidity of experience not yet acquired. It 
is possible the voung man may in time grow wiser, and 
reform, etc. :" 'this, with what immediately follows, is one 
of those original and masterly remarks on human nature, 
which no one but a man of long experience and pene- 
trating B^acity could have struck out ^ 

The only person to whom the mysterious Junius ever 
appeared in a tangible shape or bodily form, was a Mr. 
Jackson, who, while he was in the employ of Mr. Wood- 
ftll, once saw a tall gentleman dressed in a light coat 
with bag and sword throw into the ofSce door opening in 
Ivy-lane, a letter of Junius, which Mr. Jackson picked 
up, and immediately followed the bearer of it into St. 
Paul's Churchyard, where he saw him get into a hackney 
coach and drive off. Here we must confess our inability 
to track any further the corporeal footsteps of Junius ; 
but it appears that, when he had " shuffled off this mortal 
coil," he was, like the "majesty of buried Denmark," 
" Doom'tl for a certdn term to walk the night" 

And we shall conclude by introducing the reader to his 
" perturbed spirit," as described by the glowing pen of a 
noble poet — 
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The Shadow came! a tall, Ihin, gray-haired figure, 
That looked aa it had been a shade on earth; 

Quick En its motionB, with an air of vigour, 
But nought to mark its breeding or tte birth ; 

Now it wax'd little, then again grew bigger, 
With now an air of gloom or savage mirth; 

But aa jou gazed upon its festureB, they 

Changed every instant — to what, none could say. 

The more intently the ghost gazed, the less 

Could they distinguish whose the features were; 

The Devil himself seemed puzzled even to guess; 
They varied like a dream — now here, now there; 

And several people swore from out the press. 
They knew him perfectly; and one could swear 

H e was his father ; upon which another 

Was sure he was his mother's cousin's brother. 

Another, that he was a duke, or knight. 

An orator, a lawyer, or a prieat, 
A nabob, a man-midwife; but the wight 

Mysterious changed his countenance at least 
As oit as they their minds; though in lull sight 

He stood, the puzzle only was increased; 
The man was a phantasmagoria in 
Himself — he waa so volatile and thin! 

The moment that you had pronounced him one, 

Presto! his face changed, and he was another; 
And when that change was hardly well put on, 

It varied; till 1 don't think his own mother 
(If that he had a mother) would her sun 

Have known; he sUiflcd so from one to t'otlier. 
Till gueasing from a pleaaure grew a task. 
At this epistolary "iron mask," 

f2 
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!s he like Cerbenu would eeem — 
" Three gentlemen at once" (aa sagely bbjb 

Good Mrs. Malaprop) ; then you might deem 
That he was not even one ; now many caya 

Were flashing round him ; and now a thick steam 
Hid hiiD from sight — like fogs on London days: 

Now Burke, now Tooke, he grew to people's fancies. 

And certes often tike Sir Philip Francis. 

Lord Byroa't " Finon ofJudgmtnt." 
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I did but prompt the age to quit their cloga 
By the known rules of ancient liberty, 
When straight a barbarous noise environs me 

Of owls and cuckooa, aa»es, apes, and dogs. 

MiiUm. 

I 've read of men beyond man's daring l»'ave, 
Who jet have trembled at the strokeB he gave; 
Whose souls have felt more terrible alarrna 
From his one line, than from a world in anna. 

Churehm. 

Id truth I have left no room for accommodation with tbe piety 
of St, James, my offences are not to he redeemed by recantation 
or repentance. 
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Attacks of numeroua Ministerial writers on Junius. — Junius's 
opinion of the nature of the conleets in which he was engaged. 
— His first controversy with Sir William Draper, — Is chal- 
lenged by Sir William ; proofs afforded by this controversy 
and other passages in the Letters of Junius that their author 
was a Soldier. — Contradictory passages noticed. — Account of 
Junius's contest with Mr. Home. — Keen search after Junius. 
— His advice to Wood&ll how to conduct himself in case 
of danger. — Prosecution against Woodfall for publi^ing 
Junius's Letter to the King. — Result of the trial. — Seijeant 
Glynn's motion in the House of Commons to inquire into 
the adnunistration of Criminal Justice. ^ Lord Camden's 
attack on Lord Mansfield for his conduct on Woodfall's trial. 
— Junius's remarks on the transaction. — Various achemes to 
detect Junius. — His art and vigilance to guard his secret 
and prevent discovery. — His furious attack on Garrick for 
commimicating to the King the intention to discontinue his 
Letters. — Junius's anxiety and dread of discovery. — His 
contradictory accounts of himself to mystify Woodfall. — The 
success of his devices. — The Duke of Grafton unacquainted 
with the Author. — Mr. Butler's conjecture respecting him. — 
The mysterious box at Stowe. 
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Ilie foe ia merctleas, tind will Dot pity, 
For at their hands I have deserved no pity. 



"No man," obserres Dr. Good, "but be, who witb a 
thorough knowledge of our Author's style, undertakes to 
examine all the numbers of the Public Advertiser from 
January 1769 to January 1772, can have any idea of the 
immense fatigue and trouble he submitted to, by the com- 
position of other letters, under other signatures, in order 
to support the preeminent pretensions and character of 
Junius, attacked as It was by a multiplicity of writers in 
favour of the administration, to whom, as Junius, he did 
not choose to make any reply whatever. And instead of 
wondering that he should have disappeared at the dis- 
tance of about five years, we ought much rather to be 
surprised that he should have persevered through half 
this period with a spirit at once so indefatigable and 
invincible." — Prelim. Eisay, p. 47. 

The opinion entertained by Junius of the contests in 
which he was engaged, may be collected from the way 
he speaks of them in his letter of the 13th of August 
1771. — " As to myself, it is no longer a question v>hether 
I shaU mix tnilh the throng attd take a single share in Ihe 
danger. Wherever Junius appeare, he must encounter 
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a hoBt of enemiee. But is there no honourable way to 
serve the public without engaging in personal qnatrels 
with insignificant individuals, or submitting to the 
drudgery of canvassii^ votes for an election ? Is there 
no merit in dedicating my life to the information of my 
fellow -subjects? — What public question have I declined? 
)VhtU villam have I tpared? — Is there no labour in the 
composition of these letters? Mr. Home, I fear, is 
partial to me, and measures the facility of my writings 
by the fluency of his own." And again, April 22, 1771, 
be says: "To write for profit without taxing the press; — 
to write for fame and to be unknown; — to support the 
intrigues of fiiction, and to be disowned, as a dangerous 
auxiliary, by every party in the kingdom, — are contra- 
rlictions, which the Minister must reconcile before I 
forfeit my credit with the public I may quit the service, 
but it would be absurd to suspect me of desertion. The 
reputation of these papers is an honourable pledge for 
my attachment to the people." 

And in the P. S. to a private letter to Mr. Wilkes be 
observes — "As you will probably never hear from me 
again, I will not omit this opportunity of observing to 
you that I am not properly supported in the newspapers. 
One would think that all the fools were of the other side 
of the question. As to myself it is of little moment. 
/ can brush away the swarming insects whenever I think 
proper; but it is bad policy to let it appear in any instance 
that we have not numbers as well aa justice on our side." 

The first serious contest in which Junius was involved 

was with Sir WilUam Draper, who, as Sir Nathaniel 

Wraxall observes,* " was doubtless impelled by the desire 

* Wraxall's Fasthumoua Memoirs, vol ii. 166. 
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of displaying his iotlmacy with the Marquis of Granbjr 
to take up his pen in that nobleman'B defence. Jnnius's 
obligation to his officious friendship was indelible; for 
however admirably written may be his letter of the 
'2Ut of January 1769,' which opened the series of those 
celebrated compositions, it was Draper's answer, with his 
signature annexed to it, that drew all eyes towards the 
two literary combatants. Sir William was so injudicious 
as to renew the correspondence six months after its first 
termination. But he derived no advant^^ from it. 
Junius treated him as the Marchioness de Chaves* secre- 
tary treated Gil Bias — disarmed and dismissed him. 
Yet Draper's letters, if they could be considered sepa- 
rately from those of his antagonist, are classical and 
elegant productions. When perused, as Sir William's 
mast ever be, in conjunction with the answers made by 
Junius, they shrink into comparative inferiority." 

Such is the judgment of an intelligent contemporary 
on this famous controversy; and perhaps it would be 
difficult to select from any of Jnnius's writings more 
favourable specimens of his style than the letters he 
wrote on this occasion. *( They display, in an eminent 
degree, all the acuteness and tact for which their author 
was so celebrated, and contain passages of the most 
refined and polished irony, with less of that savage and 
ferocious sarcasm in which he afterwards indulged, when 
the voice of an admiring nation had awarded faim the 
palm due to the first political writer of his ^e. In this 
contest the towering Junius was only trying his pinions 
— pluming his wings for loftier flights. The result 
having given him implicit confidence in bis own powers, 
he soon b^an to treat with vindictive and rancorous 
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vitDperation the most esalted characters Id the nation, '' 
But even at the commencement of his career, such tra^ 
the atrocity of hie ineinuations against the character 
and honour of Sir William Draper, that the latter, writh- 
ing in agony under the inflictions of his invisible tor- 
mentor, was compelled to exclaim — "If I mitst perish, 
Junius, let me perish in the face of day; — be for once a 
generous and open enemy. I allow that gothic appeals 
to cold iron are no better proo& of a man's honesty and 
veracity than hot iron and burning ploughshares are of 
female chastity; but a soldier's honour is as delicate as a 
woman'sr-it must not be suspected. You have dared to 
throw more than a suspicion upon mine: you cannot but 
know the consequences, which even the meekness of 
Christianity would pardon me for, after the injury you 
have done me." 

Junius declined Sir WiUiam's polite invitation, for the 
following, among other reasons: "As to me, it is by 
no means necessary that I should be exposed to the 
resentment of the worst and the most powerful men in 
this country, though I may be indifferent about yours. 
Though you would fight, there are others who would 
assassinate." And concludes thus: " I believe, Sir, you 
will never know me. A considerable time must certainly 
elapse before we are personally acquainted. You need 
not, however, regret the delay, or sufler an apprehension 
that any length of time can restore you to the Christian 
meekness of your temper, and disappoint your present 
indignation. If I understand your character, there is in 
your own breast a repository, in which your resentments 
may be safely laid up for future occasions, and preserved 
without tlie hazard of diminution. The odia in longum 
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jaeiens, qvce reeonderet, auctaque promerel, I thought, had 
only belonged to the worat character of antiquity. The 
test is in Tacitue; — you know best where to look for the 
commentary." (2Sth September 1769). 

We think it impossible for any person to peruse atten- 
tively this controversy without being convinced, that the 
profound and accurate knowledge dbplayed by Junius 
of military affairs could only have been possessed by an 
old and experienced soldier; that it was by no means of 
such a superficial and amateur character as might have 
been gleaned by a clerk in the War Office; but bears 
indubitable marks of being the result of that knowledge 
which is only to be acquired in the tented field, and 
amidst the actual turmoil and din of war. Indeed, it is 
obvious, that martial subjects are thosC) on which Junius 
chiefly delighted to expatiate : and, as evidence of the iact, 
the reader is referred to the series of letters addressed to 
Lord Harborough, ia vindication of the character of Sir 
Jefiery Amherst; and the numerous letters to Lord Bar- 
rii^^n, the Secretary at War, principally respecting the 
dismission of Mr. D'Oyley and Mr. Francis, two of his 
clerks; likewise to the importance attached by Junius to 
the paltry ailair of Greneral Gansel, about effecting his 
escape from a sheriff's officer; and several other military 
subjects of minor importance, which are discussed by 
Junius with equal warmth and accuracy. In a note to a 
letter of the 22d August 1770, he says :— "This infamous 
transaction ought to be explained to the public. Colonel 
Gisbome was quarter-master-^eneral in Ireland. Lord 
Townshend persuades him to resign to a Scotch officer, 
one Fraser, and gives him the government of Kinsale. 
Colonel Cunningham was adjutant- general in Ireland. 
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Lord Tonnahend offers him a pension, to induce bim to 
resign to Luttrell. CunDiogham treats the offer with 
contempt. What's to be done? Poor Gisbome must 
move once more. He accepts a pension of 500/. a-year, 
until a government of greater value shall become vacant. 
Colonel Cunningham is made Governor of Kinsale; and 
Luttrell, at last, for whom the whole machinerf is put in 
motion, becomes adjutant-general, and in effect takes the 
command of the army in Ireland." Now it may be 
asked, who, except a militarjr man, would take anj interest 
in this complicated minor military transaction ; or of what 
importance was it to the public which of the colonels, 
Giabome, Cunningham, or Lnttrell, became adjutant- 
general ? 

It may be further remarked, that on whatever subject 
Junius is writing, he displays a mind saturated with 
military ideas, and an im^ination teeming with martial 
im^ery. His allusions to the circumstances and pomp 
of war are incessant, and almost innumerable. We select 
the following passages from his letters, of various dates, 
out of many other instances that might be given : 

SepUmber 19, 1769. HU palace u htnegtd; the Una of ctr> 
catavallalioit are drawn round him. 

Februarff 14, 1770. Neither the abject submis^on of deeerl- 
mg his pott ia the hoar of danger, nor even the sacred ahield of 
cowardice, should protect him. 

Ftbruarg 6, 1771, Not daring to attack the mam h4>dy of 
Junius'a taat letter, he trhunpha in having, as he thinks, turpriud 
an oulpoit, and rut off a detached argument — a mere ttraggling 
proposidon; but even in thia pettg marfare he shall find himself 
drfeated. 

Augtul 15, 1771. Thanks are undoubtedly due to every man 
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who dot* hit duhj in the engagetneaf; but it i* Ih* uouadtd loldier 
tnho detrvei ihe reteard. 

September 28, 1771. Corruption pUtteri in the nan, coSeclt 
and maiataiiu a itanding army q/* mercenariei, and at tlie aanie 
moment impoveriBhes and enslavCB the country. 

Oelober 5, 1771, The favour of hia country conadtutea the 
Mhield ahich defend* him agaiml a thoutand daggeri. Deiertion 
tBoaid ditartn kim. 

Oelober 12, 1767. Thu is a kind of combat usually fought on, 
and indeed the only one adapted to the field of a public paper. 

Again : — TbuB circumstanced, I wHl not take either part, but 
offer myeelf as a fiiend to both, to meature lie grotind, give the 
toord, atid carry liff theiody of ahteketerft^ in the field of honour. 

March 4, 176S. It remained like on old piece of cannon I have 
heard of somewhere, of an enormous size, tehich ttood upon a 
rtnnoiM battion, and which viat *eldom or never fired, for fear of 
bringing down the foriifieation for whote defence it mat intended. 

Oetaber 19, 1768. His Grace had honourahlj^sAi iii maiden 
tword in the field of opposition, and had gone through all the 
diteipline of the minority with credit 

March 1 0, 1772. Was he vinged like a, mesaenger, or ttation- 
ary Hie a eentmeif 

" From the minate military obaervations introduced in 
the controversy with Sir William Draper," observes Mr. 
Taylor; "from the narrative of General Oausers reecne 
in sight of the Horse Gnards; from the notice of Colonel 
Burgoyne's appointment to the government of Fort St. 
George immediaielt/ after it took place; and from the 
premature announcement of that of Colonel Lattrell to be 
adjntant-general In Ireland, — it has been long suspected 
that Jnnins was in some degree connected with the Horse 
Guards. But the Private and Miscellaneous Letters lately 
published place it beyond a doubt. The War Office is 
the aeene of several dramatic representations; and there 
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is such precision in the secret intelligence from that 
quarter conveyed to Woodfall or to the public, as occurs 
in no other department of the state, and could not be 
acqnired from this, except by one nho bad access to the 
fountain-head for information." 

Dr. Johnson, in commenting on the controversy 
between Salmasius and Milton, aaya: " Milton's supreme 
pleasure is to tax his adversary, so renowned for criticism, 
with vicious Latin;" and then sagaciously remarks: "no 
man forgets Ah original trade; the rights of nations and of 
kings sink into questions of grammar, if grammarians 
discuss them." And it appears that the remark is equally 
applicable to a soldier, when he exchanges the sword for 
the pen. 

The circumstance of Junius being a military man seems 
placed beyond all doubt by this remarkable passage in 
one of his letters to Lord Harrington : " My Lord, the 
rest of the world laugh at your choice, but we soldiert 
feel it aa an indignity to the whole army, and be assured 
WB shall resent it" 

It mast, however, in candonr be acknowledged, that 
in another letter, dated 20th September 1768, Junius 
says: " I am not a soldier, my Lord, nor will I pretend 
to determine what share of honour a General is entitled 
to for success, who must have borne the whole blame and 
disgrace if he had felled." And thus we find that Jumus, 
like the Weird Sisters, "palters with us in a double sense." 
But whether Junius was, at fAeft'me of writing his Letters, 
or had previowlg been, a soldier, it seems clear, from the 
many excellent reasons which he gave for declining Sir 
William Drai)er's gothic appeal to cold iron, that his 
ealmr teas tempered 6y discretion: and perhaps we may 
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find reason to conclude, before the termination of this 
inquiry, that if Junius did not resemble Falstatf (inas- 
much as he could fight on cotapiilaion), yet that like 
"the wary Wedderburae and pompous Suffolk, he never 
threw away the scabbard, nor ever went upon a forlorn 
hope." 

Junius's next contest was with the Rev. John Home 
(who afterwards quitted the church, and took the name 
of John Home Tooke), which did not terminate quite so 
brilliantly as his former combat with Sir William Draper. 
The admirers of Junius are very unwilling to admit that 
he ever snstuned a defeat, or retired from any contest 
in which he eogE^ed otherwise than " covered with 
glory;" but an impartial examination of his controversy 
with Mr. Home will at least leave this a doubtful ques- 
tion. The contest originated in Junius having made an 
unprovoked attack on Mr. Home in a letter addressed to 
the Dake of Orafton, by charging him with endeavour- 
ing to support the ministerial nomination of sheriffs. 
This charge Mr, Home positively denied, and called for 
proofs; and the ability displayed in his first letter seems 
to have convinced Junius that be had imprudently drawn 
on himself no ordinary antagonist. He therefore attempted 
to smother all further discussion by sending Mr. Home 
a hasty, and inconsiderate private letter, at the same 
time telling htm, that he might print it if he thought 
proper. Junius had, however, this time mistaken his 
man. Home's acuteness detected at a glance the weak 
points of his adversary, and enabled him to take up a 
position from which he might safely defy his assailant. 
Junius's letter was immediately returned to Woodfall for 
insertion in his paper, and In a few days afterwards there 
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appeared such an answer from Home bb completely 
stripped the question at issue of all the false glitter and 
sophistry, with which Junius had attempted to inyest it, 
and placed the controversy in so clear a light, that Junius 
was quite unable to frame any satisfactory reply. This 
first tended to convince the public, that if Junius were 
terrible as Achilles in his rage — " Impiger, tracundiu, 
inexorabilia, acer" — he was also, like his prototype, not 
wholly invulnerable. 

'' The reply of Junius, which is addressed, not to Mr. 
Home, but to the printer of the P. A., did not exhibit his 
accustomed confidence of manner, or coolness of temper. 
He seemed to feel that his adversary's position could not 
be carried by a coup de main, and he lost his collected ness 
and displayed much irritability. His assault was fierce, 
but irr^nlar; he fought gallantly, but not firmly; and 
though he inflicted some severe wounds on his adveFsary, 
bis main attack utterly jailed. Junius appeared to he 
conscious that in this unfortunate contest all things con- 
spired against him. He had unjustly and wantonly 
assailed a comparatively ignoble antt^nist, who proved 
himself a consummate master of his weapons. He could 
reap httle glory from victory, and had everything to 
apprehend from defeat; and the apostrophe of Marmion 
to his Pithless falchion, might have been applied by 
Junius to his pen: 

Curee on yon base marauder's lance. 

And doubly curaed my failing brand, 

A sinful heart makes feeble hand, ii 

In a critique on Reid's Memoirs of Hurne Tooke, in 
the Quarterly Review (No, xiv, p. 319), it is observed 
of this celebrated controversy: — " Mr. Home's style is 
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strongly impreBsed with the character of hia mind — neat, 
clear, precise, and forcible; free from affectation, void of 
ornament. We do not think he was ever vulgar, but he 
is fiill of that genuine Anglicism of which the course 
of his studies rendered him at once an admirer and a 
master — that native idiom, which the brilliant success of 
some of those who have written English as a foreign 
language, has within the last fifty years brought into 
disuse and almost into oblivion. The most finished 
specimen of bis composition is probably to be found in 
the two or three letters written in answer to the attacks 
of Junius, and he had the honour, which in those days 
was deemed no inconsiderable one, of being the only 
knight that returned with his lance - unbroken irom a 
combat with that uuknown, but terrible champion. If 
he wants the requisite and the brilliant invective of his 
adversary, that dexterous malignity which comes in with 
such effect to blacken a character by insinuation after 
invective has eshausted its powers, and above all, that 
well-sustained tone of austere dignity ahich givei to Junius 
the air and authority of a great personage m disguise; he is 
superior to him in vivacity, facility, and that assurance 
of plainness and sincerity, which is of such importance 
in controversial writings. The great fault of Junius is a 
sort of Btiffhess and appearance of labour— his compo- 
sitions smell too much of the lamp — he wanted nothing to 
be a perfect master of his art but the power of concealing 
it. Mr. Tooke's letters have the flow of unity and 
simplicity which belong to writings struck off at a heat, 
and which depend for their effect rather upon the general 
powers of the writer, than upon the great nicety and 
labour in the particular instance. In justice to Junius 
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0* a writer, we must add that he ffas labouring nnder the 
disadTantages of a weak case. It is evident that be was 
early and deeply sensible of his own mistake, and he 
'was therefore glad to put an end to the contest as soon as 
poBsible, even at the price of leavii^ his adversary in 
poesessioo of the field, — a humiliation to which he would 
not have submitted, bnt from the consciousness of his 
having originally selected an unfaTonrable ground." 

Junius aflerwards admitted, in a private letter to Mr. 
Woodfall, of the 27th of November 1771, that he was 
mistaken in the conjecture that Home had misrepre- 
sented the sentiments conveyed in his Letters to the Bill 
of Rights Society, and seems more than half to suspect 
Wilkes. This is one of the very few instances in which 
Junius acknowledges his fallibility. 

" Enveloped In the clond of a fictitious name," says 
Dr. Good, " Junius, unseen himself, beheld with secret 
satis^tion the vast infinence of his labours, and enjoyed 
the universal hnnt that was made to detect him in his dis- 
guise, and ministers, and more than ministers, trembling 
beneath the lash of his invisible hand." But that he was 
not without bis fears and apprehensions, may be inferred 
from the following advice, which he gives Wood&ll in a 
letter of the I6th August 1769: — "Avoid prosecutions if 
yoD can, but above all things avoid the Houses of Parlia- 
ment — there is no contending with them: at preseut you 
are safe, for this House of Commons has lost all dignity, 
and dare not do anything." — And when the printer was 
apprehensive that the Duke of Bedford would not pass 
over the attack upon him, Junius thus consoles him: — 
"As to you, it is clearly my opinion that you have 
nothing to fear from the Duke of Bedford. I reserve 
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BometluDg expressly to awe him, in cose he ehonld think 
of brining you before the House of Lords. I am sure I 
can threaten him privately with sach a storm as would 
make him tremble even in his grave." 

The printer having been menaced with a prosecution 
on the port of the Duke of Grafton, for the publication of 
the letter to him of the 12tb December 1769, Janius thus 
writes to Wood&U: — "As to yourself, I am convinced 
the ministry will not venture to attack you; they dare not 
submit to such an inquiry. If they do, shew no fear, 
but tell them plainly you will justify, and snbpceoa Mr. 
Hine, Buigoyne, and Bntdshaw, of the Treasury : that 
will silence them at once. As to the House of Commons 
there may be more danger. But even there I am fully 
satisfied the ministry will exert themselves to quash such 
ftn inquiry, attd on the other aide you wilt have friendt; 
but they have been so grossly abused on all sides, that 
they wUl hardly be^n with you."— Mr. Woodfall it 
appears was still apprehensive, and could not avoid 
expressing his fears to his invisible friend, and, indeed, 
the Court of King's Beach was actually moved against 
him, bnt the matter was not farther proceeded withj and 
on this occasion Junius, in his private letter of the 
26th December 1769, makes the following observations: 
'* I enter sincerely into the anxiety of your situation, at 
the same time I am strongly inclined to think that you 
will not be called upon. They cannot do it without 
subjecting Hine'a afluir to an inquiry, which would 
be worse than death to the minister. As it is, they 
are more seriously stabbed with this last stroke, than 
«11 the rest. At any rate stand firm (I mean with all 
the humble appearances of coatrition) ; if you trim or 
a2 
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fiklter yon will lo§e friends, witfiont gaining otbere." 
The Bhrewd advice given hj Junius was punctually 
followed, and his prediction verified, for the ministei* did 
not dare to enforce his threats. 

Upon the publication of Juaias's celebrated Letter to 
the King, Woodfall was not quite so fortunate, for an 
information was filed against him by the Attorney General, 
Mr. Do Grey, in Hilary Term, 1770; but his invisible 
friend still followed him with assistance: — he offered him 
a reimbursement of whatever might be his pecuniary 
expenses, and aided him with the sonndeat, prudential, 
and l^al advice. On this occasion he says, — "As to 
yourself, I really think you are in no danger. Yoa are 
not the object, and punishing i/ou could be no gratifica- 
tion to the king." " But upon this subject (observes 
Mr. Wood&ll's editor), the following is one of the moat 
important notes, as although he expressly denies all pro- 
feitional knowledge of the law, it sufficiently proves that 
he was better acquainted with it than many who are 
actual practitioners : — 

"I have carefully perused the information; it is so 
loose and ill-drawn, that I am persuaded Mr. De Grey 
conld not have had a hand in it. Their inserting the 
whole, proves they had no strong pass^es to fix on. I 
still think it will not be tried. If it shouhl, it will not 
be possible for a jury to find yon guilty." — Feb. 14, 1770, 

In his first opinion he was mistaken, in his second he 
was correct. The cause was tried at Guildhall on the 13th 
June 1770, before Lord Mansfield; when his lordship in 
bis, chat^ to the jury informed them that they had 
nothing to do with the intention, for that the words in the 
indictment, malicious, seditious, etc., were merely words of 
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coarse, and that they were odIj to conBider the fact of 
pablUkit^, and whether a proper construction were put 
on the blanks in the paper, their tnah or fed»ehood being 
whoUy immaterial. The jury, however, after being out 
nine hours, found a verdict of "Gnilty of printing and 
publishing only," which was in effect an acquittal. It ia 
to this cause that we are chiefly indebted for an acknow- 
ledged, and unequivocal right in the jury to return a 
general verdict; that is, a verdict that shall embrace 
matter of law as well as matter of fact. Upon the 
ambiguity of the verdict, however, in Woodfall's case, a 
motion was made by the defendant's counsel in arrest of 
judgment; at the same time an opposite motion was made 
by the coansel for the crown, for a rule calling upon the 
defendant to shew cause why the verdict should not be 
entered np according to the legal import of the words. 
On both sides, a role to shew cause was granted, and the 
matter being argued before the Court of King's Bench, 
Lord Mansfield, whose opinion was strongly in favour 
of the verdict being entered up, was supported by the 
opinion of Mr. Justice Smyth alone; the rest of the 
Judges opposing his Lordship. 

The result was, that the Court ordered a new trial, 
which however was not proceeded in, for want of proof 
of the pnbUcation of the paper in question. 

The costs of the printer for defending himself amounted 
to about 1201.; a somewhat heavy fine, observes Mr. 
Woodjall, for a person not found gnilty. In a private 
letter of the 21st February 1771, Junius says, '* You 
may rely upon it the Ministry are sick of prosecutions. 
Those against Junius cost the Treasury above 6000L, 
and after all they got nothing but disgrace." 
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In a letter to the Doke of Grafton of the 9th of July 
1771, Junius thus ironically alludee to his Letter to the 
Ring: "The only letter I ever addressed to the king 
was BO unkindly received diat I believe I eball never 
presume to trouble his majesty in that way again. But 
my zeal for his service is superior to neglect, and like 
Mr. Wilkes's patriotiBm, thrives by persecution." 

Serjeant Qlynn having made a motion in the House 
of Commons for an inquiry into the admuuBtration of 
CrimiuEil Justice, the conduct of L<Hd Mansfield on 
WoodfeU's trial -was severely commented on in the course 
of the discus»on ; and though the motjou was los^ his 
Lordship on the following day denied th^ the House 
of Lords might be snmmoiied, stating that he had some 
matters to communicate to them. 

The Lords accordingly met on the 10th December, but 
instead of entering into any explanations, Lord Mansfield 
contented himself with informing the House that he had 
left with the clerk of the house a copy of the Judgment 
of the Court of King's Bench, in the case of The King v. 
Wood/all, and that their lordships might read it, and 
take copies of it if they pleased. 

On an inquiry from Lord Camden whether his Lord- 
ship meant to have the paper entered on the Journals, be 
replied, " No, only to leave it with the Clerk." On the 
following day Lord Camden said, " My Lords, I consider 
the paper delivered iu by the noble lord on the woolsack, 
as a challenge directed personally to me, and I accept of 
it. He has thrown down the glove, and I take it up. In 
direct contradiction to him, I maintain that his doctrine 
is not tlie law of England; I am ready to enter into the 
debate whenever the noble lord will fix a day for it, I 
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desire and insist that it may be an earlr one." He then 
delivered in six questions founded on the paper deposited 
bjr Lord Mansfield vith the clerk, desiring to have bia 
lordship's answers thereto. Lord Mansfield replied, that 
this method of proposing questions was taking him by 
surprise, and that it was an&ir, and that be would not 
answer interrogatories. Lord Camden then pressed him 
to appoint a day for giving in his answers; and Lord 
Mansfield after some hesitation, pledged himself to the 
House that the matter should he discnssed, but ultimately 
refused to fix any day. In this manner terminated the 
discoBsion In the Lords on this subject, in which Lord 
Mansfield betrayed his constitutional timidity, and suf- 
fered his opponents to assume a tone of superiority over 
him. 

In one of the miscellaneous letters under the signature 
of Fhalaris, dated 17th December 1770, Junius makes 
the following remarks on the transaction: "For what 
reason Lord Mansfield laid his paper upon the table he 
best knows. He gave none to the House of Lords, 
except that he thought calling them tt^ether was the 
most compendious way of informing them where each 
lord might, if he pleased, procure a copy of bis chai^ to 
the jury in Woodfall's cause. This was the whole; for 
he made no motion whatsoever, nor did he pretend to 
say, that in their corporate capacity as a House of Peers, 
they could take the least notice of the paper. Now, Sir, 
it remains with Lord Mansfield to give us an example, if 
he can, of any respectable peer having ever moved for 
a call of the House for so trifiing, so nugatory, so ridicu- 
lous a purpose. I think It strongly deserves these epithets ; 
and after much consideration, I can find but one possible 



n,gn,-PrihyGt)0^lt' 



8S TBK CONFLICTS AHS 

way of reconciling the Ikct witii the cunning under- 
standing of the man. When he Bammoned the House he 
never meant to do what he afterwards did ; some qoalm, 
some terror, interfered, and forced him hastily to alter 
his design and to substitute a silly, absurd measure, in 
the place of a dai^rons one. As for his having dared 
Lord Chatham to a trial of his doctrines, I should be 
glad to know by whom the combat was refused. Lord 
Chatham attacked him directly npon the spot, and on 
the very next day it is known to the whole world that 
the great Lord Camden addressed him in the following 
words. Junius here states the substance of Lord Cam- 
den's speech, and conclndes thus : " the d — I's in it if this 
be declining the trial; but what was the consequence? 
Lord Mansfield, after an hoar's shuffling and evasion, 
finding himself pushed to the last extremity, cried out in 
an agony of torture and despair: ' No, I will not fix a 
day — I will not pledge myself.' " 
, That a variety of schemes were invented, and actually 
in motion to detect Junius, Dr. Good assures ns there can 
be no doubt ; but the extreme vigilance be at all times 
evinced, and the honourable forbearance of Mr. Wood- 
fell, enabled him to baffle every effort, and to persevere 
in his concealment to the last 

"Your letter," says Junius, in one of his private notes, 
" was twice refused last night, and the waiter as often 
attempted to see the person who sent it," 

On another occasion, his alarm was excited in cons&' 
quence of various letters being addressed to him at the 
printing-office, with a view, as he suspected, of leading 
to a disclosure either of his person or abode. "I return 
you," says he in reply, "the letters you sent me yester- 
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day. A man who caii write neither common English, nor 
spell, is hardly north attending to. It is probably a trap 
for me: I shonld be glad, however, to know what the fool 
means. If he writes again, open hia letter, and if it 
contain anything worth my knowing, send it, otherwis» 
not. Instead of 'C. in the usual place/ say only 'a 
letter' when you have occasion to write again, I shall 
understand you." 

Indeed, Jnnius's private letters affordabnndant evidence 
of the truth of Dr. Good's remark, and shew that in 
order to preserve his momentous secret, and prevent 
detection, be displayed the most consummate art, and 
resorted to every stratt^em that the fertile genius of an - 
accomplished general could devise. Innumerable were 
bis devices to deceive by &Iae sign^s the conjectures of 
BBgacI^, and by delusive scents place at fault the harpies 
ofthelaw, who would have rejoiced in tracking the great 
Boar of the forest to his lair. 

Lord North, in a speech delivered in the House of 
Commons, observed, "When &ctious and discontented 
men have brooght things to this pass, why should we be 
surprised at the difficulty of bringing libellers to justice? 
Why should we wonder that the great boar of the wood, 
this mighty Junius, has broke through the toils and foiled 
the banters? Though there may be at present no spear 
that will reach him, yet he may be some time or other 
caught. At any rate, he will be exhausted with irnitless 
efforts: those tusks which he has been whetting to wound 
and gnaw the constitntion will be worn out. Truth will 
at last prevail. The public will see and feel that he has 
either advanced false &cts, or reasoned &laely from true 
principle; and that he has owed his escape to the spirit 
of the times, not to the justice of his cause." 
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Such waa the extreme vigilance' need by Janins to 
gaa.ii his secret, that every effort of impertinent cariosity 
to penetrate the great mystery was repressed by Bome 
terrible though indefinite threat of vengeance, which 
appears in most instances to have struck the hearts of those 
to whom it was addressed with a sort of supematural 
terror, and had generally the effect of paralizing all fur- 
ther attempts at investigation. The furious attack made 
by Junius on Garrick, for having officiously communi- 
cated to the King his intention to discontinue writing, 
will exemplify what we have stated, and shew the sort 
of intimidatioa he resorted to on such occasions, and 
also his extreme sensitiveness respecting any interference 
with bis concerns, or any attempt to tear off his mask. 
It likewise proves the astonishing quickness with which 
intelligence of what passed in the interior of the Palace 
come to his knowledge. 

Garrick, it appears, had received a letter from Mr. 
Wood&Il, in which it was mentioned in confidence, that 
there was some doubt whether Junius would continue to 
write much longer. The intelligence was directly cqp- 
municated by Garrick to Mr. Ramus, one of the King's 
pages, who immediately conveyed it to his majesty, at 
that time residing at Richmond, and from the peculiar 
sources of information that were open to Junius, he was 
apprised of the whole transaction on the maaing morning, 
and in consequence added the following P. S. to a note 
dated 6th November 1771, which he had previously 
written to Woodfall : 

"(Secret). Beware of David Garrick : he was sent to 
pump you, and went directly to Richmond to tell the King 
I should write no more." A note was at the same time 
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seat, addressed to ' Mr. David Garrick,' in the following 
terms: "I am very exactly informed of your impertinent 
inquiries, and of tlie information you so busily sent to 
Sichmond, and with what triumph anil exultation it was 
received. I knew every particular of it the nest day. 
Now mark me, vagabond! — Keep to your pantomimes, or 
be assured you shall hear of it. — Meddle no more, thou 
busy informer ! — It is in my power to make you curse 
the hour in which you dared to interfere with — Junius." 

Junius tells Woodfali — " I would send the above to 
Garrick directly, but that I would avoid having this 
hand too commonly seen. Oblige me, then, so much as 
to have it copied in any hand, and sent by the penny 
post, that is, if you dislike sending it in your own writing. 
I must be more cautious than ever. I am sure I should 
not survive a discovery three days; or, if I did, they 
would attaint me by bill. Change to the Somerset Coffee- 
house, and let no mortal know the alteration." 
* Junius knew that Garrick had learned from Woodfall 
that he would write no more; but he did not know in 
fflmt manner this information was obtained. He imagined 
that Garrick had drawn it from Wood&ll by his ingenuity, 
and under this impression he wrote the above notes. 

Wood&ll explained to Junius, that Garrick had been 
apprised of the intended discondnuance of the Letters by 
his having named it confidentially in a letter he was 
writing to Garrick, and therefore dissuaded Junius from 
sending the note— with this he at first seems satisfied, 
and says — " I have no doubt of what you say about 
David Garrick, so drop the note." Bat so necessary was 
it that Garrick should not endeavour to trace him, that 
he adds— "vrf» it is impoTtant to deter him front meddling. 
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I desire yon will teU him, that I am aware of his practices, 
and will certainly be revenged if he does not deaist. An 
appeal to the public from Janiue would destroy him." 
Not Batiefied with this secarity, be says at the end of the 
same letter — " Upon reflection, I think it abtobttel^ necessary 
to send that note to D. G., only eay practices, instead of 
impertinent inquiriee. I think yon have no measnres to 
keep with a man who could betray a confidential letter for 

8o base a purpose as pleasing ." And in his letter of the 

27th November 1771, Junius again refers to the subject in 
the following manner: — "Though we may not be deficient 
in point of capacity, it is very possible that neither of us 
may be canning enough for Mr. Ganick." Ajd at the 
end of the note, observes — " David Garrick has literally 
forced me to break my resolution of writing no more." 

Mr. Wood&ll's editor states, that Garrick, from his 
own account, and fi^m other intelligence on which fidl 
reliance could be placed, had been pertinacious in his 
attempts to discover Junius ; and that the latter, for three 
weeks or a month afterwards, could scarcely ever write to 
Woodfall without cautioning him to be specially on his 
guard against Garrick, and under this inqtression alone 
he once changed his address. 

In one of Junius's private letters to Woodfall, he pays 
biro the compliment of observing, "you have never 
fiinched that I know of.'' This we think is more than 
can be affirmed of Junius himself; for he maaiiests at 
viuious times an excessive dread of discovery, and a 
trembling alarm at its probable consequences, little in 
accordance with the high tone and lofty spirit in which 
he was wont to rebuke powerful nobles, and even kings. 
In one letter to Woodfall, he says — " I am persuaded you 
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are too honett a man to contribute in any way to my 
destruction ; act honeBtly by me, and at a proper time you 
shall know me." In another: — "When you consider to 
what excessive enmities I may be exposed^ you will not 
wonder at my caution. I really have not known how 
to procure your last," Again he writes: — "I have re- 
ceived your mysterious epistle ; I dare say a letter may 
safely be left at the same place ; but you may change the 
direction to Mr. John Fretley." The able editor of Mr. 
Wood&ll's 'Junius' seems to have been quite puzzled and 
bewildered by the various contradictory acconnts which 
Jnnias gives of himself and his proceedings, with the 
view of preventing detection, and mysdfying that boneit 
nun Mr. W. S. Woodfall. On one occasion, having 
sent a letter which he wished to disclaim, he writes thus : 
"The last letter yon printed was idle and improper; and 
I assure you printed against m^ own opinion — the truth 
is, there are people about me whom I would wish not to 
contradict, who had rather see Junius in the papers, ever 
so improperly, than not at.all."— Bot when the work is 
filched, and all risque is pretty well at an end, he 
assumes a bolder tone, and declares iu his dedication — 
" I am the sole depository of my own secret, and it shall 
perish with me." In one letter he tells Woodfall — "Act 
honestly by me, and at a proper time you shall know me." 
We then find him declaring, " I doubt much whether 
I shall ever have the pleasure of knowing yoa ; but if 
things take the turn I expect, you shaU haow me by my 
works." In one letter he makes this inquiry — " I b^ yon 
will tell me candidly, whether you know or suspect who 
I am." And then again he says — "As to me, be assured 
that it is not in the nature of things that they [the house 
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of CsTendish] or you, or anybody else, should ever know 
me, unless I moke myself known. All arts, or in- 
quiries, c rewards, would be equally ineffectual." At 
one time he speaks of " the gentleman who transacts the 
conveyancing lart of our correspondence," and from 
other parts of ti. correspondence we learn that the letters 
were usually sent by a common porter. Dr. G^ood, not 
being able to reconcile these contradictions, supposes 
there was a narrow circle to whom Junius unbosomed 
bimself— may not all these apparent contradictions and 
discrepancies be accounted for by conclnding, that this 
narrair cirele was confined to a single confidant, who oc- 
casionally acted asjunius's amanuensis and perhaps mes- 
senger? Id short, he seems to have felt himself constrained, 
for the preservation of his secret, and perhaps of his exist- 
ence, to tamper with that which a man of his haughty spirit 
and commanding intellecl wonld never sacrifice but with 
the greatest reluctance, and in a case only of the most 
absolute necessi^ — his VKKiCiTY akd Honour. 

" The general, particular, circumstantial, minute caution 
always employed by Junius on all occasions (observes 
Mr, Barker — prefece, p. 19), is employed in respect to 
Garrick; this viligant circumspection would be exerted 
by Junius, whether it related to his personal appearance, 
his epistolary habits, his choice of coffee-houses, chairmen, 
porters, or messengers, and his handwriting, whether the 
writing were feigned or real, — it was one uniform, con- 
tinnal, perpetual, eternal, sempiternal system of caution, 
on which he acted — he was the hundred-eyed Ai^us, the 
watchful Cerberns, the fiend-like Monster who guarded 
his own treasure, his existence depended on his vigilance, 
and therefore his vigilance never relaxed for a moment." 
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What success attended these various devices adopted 
for the purpose of concealment, is best attested b; the 
fact, that the identity of the author of these celebrated 
Letters remains, even now, after a lapse of nearly seventy 
years, a problem to be solved. 

Mr. R. Fellowes, in a letter dated February 1st, 18^, 
and addressed to Mr, Barker, says, " I have several 
times talked with the late Duke of Grafton about the 
Lettert of Junius, but if those Letters ever inflamed any 
resentment in his breast, he had outlived that feeling. 
He even seemed to have been indifferent to the question 
of the authorship. I am convinced that he did not 
attach it to any particular individual. As far as he 
considered it at all, he considered it problematical." 

Mr. Butler remarks, " who is the fortunate possessor 
of the two Vellum volumes, tlie Reminiscent knows as 
little as the rest of the world — but he thinks it was not 
unknown to the founder of a noble house, to whom the 
public owes an edition of Homer which does the nation 
honour." 

Of him Junius thus espresses himself: " It is impos- 
sible to conceal from onrseivca that we are at this moment 
on the brink of a dreadful precipice; the question is, 
whether we shall submit to be guided by the hand that 
bath driven us to it (General Conway), or whether we 
shall follow the patriot voice (George Greuville's) which 
would still declare the way to safety and to honour," 
Thus far Mr. Butler. — Now, who was the editor of this 
highly extolled edition of Homer? He was Robert Wood, 
Lord Chatham's private secretary. Who was the founder 
of a noble house to whom the public is indebted for 
that learned workl It was the grand-nephew of Lady 
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Chatham ; and places the yellum yolnmee about where 
we had long since conjectured they might be found — in 
the Grenville family." — Dr. Waterhotue'i Euay, p. ff79. 

On this subject, Mr, Barker says, — "Mr. Taylor can- 
not in the absence of proof be permitted to define Junius's 
motive for ordering the two books to be bound in vellum. 
Suppose that we could ascertain the bet, that Sir P. 
Francis's library contained no snch books at the time of 
his decease? Is Mr. Taylor in that case willing to 
take the fkir inference from bis own reasoning, viz. that 
Sir Philip was not the author of Junius ? — But can we not 
more reasonably imagine that the real motive of Junius 
for ordering the books was to present them to hit patron, 
to the person by whose desire and under whose coun- 
tenance he was induced to publish the Lettert ? And who 
can say that the books are not now in the possession of 
Lord Grenville?" 

The latest information given to the public on this 
interesting subject, is contained in the following para- 
graph, which appeared in the Morning Chronicle of the 
7th, March 1836.— "In the library of the Duke of 
Buckingham, at Stowe, is deposited a box, containing 
papers, which are secured with three leab, said to be 
those of the late Marquis of Buckingham, the late Lord 
Qrenville, and the Right Hon. Thomas Grenville. The 
contents of the box are understood to be manuscript 
letters of> and documents relating to, Junius." 
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1 could enlatge with a particular Batdstaction upon the manj fine 

things which Satan, nimma^iig hia ineihaustible storehouse of 

Slander, could set down to blacken the character of good men, 

and load the best princes of the world with infamj and reproach. 

D« Foe'$ Hittory of the Deca. 

The writings of Junius afford a ungular illustration of the 
excellence and force of the ori^al English language. He 
emplojrs no latinized words, and has exhibited a foil and most 
forcible style, composed almoit entirely of words of Saxon deri- 
'*'*™- lUv. Robert H^ 
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CHAPTER IV. 

Rematb on the extraordinary spirit d[ meEgraty and revenge 
displayed by Junius against many exalted individuals. — 
Noticed by Mr. Belabam in hii History of England. — 
Acknowledged by Mr. Woodfall's Editor. — Censured by 
Atidcua fieennduB. — Dr. Johnson's cbaracter of Junius. — 
^^ritiquea on the style of Junius: by Dr. Good — Atticus 
SeDundua. — OfHnioui of Coleridge, Burke, and Bom*, on 
the sifle of Junius. — Buike'a deecr^tion «f tlte eSeol» 
pMdueed by the fublioaticm of Jiauui'i LMttn. 
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ON THE SPIRIT AND STYLE OF JUNIUS. 



■ Hu breait with tiging pawioiiB bailed; 

Hatred) revenge, and blasphemoua despight. 

Cut/Aerlaad. 

I quote Junina in Engliih, a» I would Tocitua or Uvy in 
Latin. I cotuider him aa a legitimate Engliab classic 

Tk* Author (jf" Purtvitt <^ LUerature," 



Thb spirit and temper dieplajcd in the Letters of Jnaiiu 
nnqneationaUy pregent the moat formidable obatacle to 
the diBCOTery of ttieir author, from Uie difficulty of fixing 
npon iaj individual who coald be actuated bf motiTca 
sufficiently poirerfhl to mduce him to pursue vitli sach 
persoTOTng malignity, and almost snperhuman energy, 
the many exalted personages irh<»n Junins has devoted to 
in&my, or contempt. To contend that such unparalleled 
rancour exhU>ils nothing more than the onlinary and In- 
timate koetility of political wariare, or, that it was merely 
designed to write down the party th^i in power, would 
be to ofier an insult to the reader's understanding. Some 
otliCT reason must dierefore be found to account for the 
phenomenon; for, as Honteequieu justly observes, " In 
theeyesofmen, acifMuaremaresinceretlianmotioM; and 
it is more easy for them to believe that the act oi uttering 
the most cruel invectives is evil, than to persuade them that 
the moftce which made them utter them is good."* In the 
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writings of Janine, the lofty contempt, the bitter itoaj, 
the withering sarcssm, the fierce and overwhelming 
invectiTe of the author, stand out too prominently, and 
evince too clearly the gpirit of revenge which Influenced 
his pen, to be veiled by the polished s^le, the refined 
taste, or the ostentations professions of patriodsm with 
which his Letters are embellished. I / To prore the cor- 
rectness of Mr. Bntler's conclusion, that Junius "had 
a personal animo§ity ag^nst the King, the Duke of 
Bedford, and Lord Mansfield, from the bitterness of his 
expressions respecting them;" and, that he was "subject 
to political prejudices and strong personai animotities" as 
asserted by Dr. Good, it is only necessary to refer to the 
series of portraits contained m his Letters, in which will 
be found depicted at full length, the Sovereign and most 
of his ministers, with spirited sketches of many well- 
known political, and military characters of the age;* 
exhibiting all the force and vigour of a master, whose 
power consisted in " darkening the gloom, and a^ra- 
vating the dreadful;" and who admirabljr succeeded in 
combining the most hideous forms of Fuseli, with the 
deepest shades of Rembrandt. If Junius ever aimed at 
any thing like truth of character in liis portraits, he has 
almost realized the I^end of the painter Giotto, 1^0 
having been commissioned by a mysterious stranger to 
paint a picture according to certain roles by him pre- 
scribed, which were to produce a form of perfect beauty, 
the result of the process presented to the eye of the 
astonished artist, instead of a iace of ideal perfectionj 
the got^n countenance of— (Ac tptmse of Satan. Indeed, 
any one whose poetical imagination spurned the dnll 
* See Appendix. 
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realities of time and place, might aaaimilate the cabinet 
mioisters of George the Third, as Junius depicts them, 
with the priyy counsellors of another mighty monarch, 
vho, according to Milton, met for deliberation, not in 
the dingy brick-built palace of St. James, bat in a 
certain gorgeous "fabric hnge," which baa recently been 
rendered fomiliar to mortsi ken, by the m^ic pencil of 
Martin, 

from whose arched roof 

Pendent by subtle msgic manj a row 
Of atairy lamps and blazing creMeta fed 
With naphtha and aaphaltus, yielded light 

As from a sky. 

That Boch a misconception was entertained by some 
sagacious barrister respecting one, at least, of these 
portraits, is evident from the answer of "A Friend" of 
Junius, who corrected the mistake of the learned gentle- 
man, in the following terms:— "We say that Lord Mans- 
field is a bad man, and a worse Judge — but we did not 
say that he was a mere devU." 

It was, however, on the devoted head of the Dnke of 
Graflon that Junius poured forth the principal vials of 
his indignation and wrath. In a letter, dated August 15, 
1771, be gived the following ostensible reasons for his 
hatred : — " My deteiiatio» of the Duke of Grafton is not 
founded upon his treachery to any individual, though 
I am willing enoi^h to suppose that in public afliurs it 
would be impossible to desert or betray Lord Chatham 
without doing an essential injury to the country; my 
abhorrence of the Duke arises from an mtiTaate knowledge 
of hit ehameter, and from a thorough conviction that his 
baseness has been the cause ofgreater mischief to England 
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than even the uafortan&te ambition of Lord Bute." In 
nnmerotu letters, the Dake is represented u being the moat 
flagitiona and degnded of bmnan beings— aometbing not 
far short of a demon inoam&te. So bitter ia this displaj 
of maligai^, that Atticos Secunduj makes the following 
■iagnlar remarks on the letter of the 6th July 1769: 
"In the present letter the sentencee Bow with more 
rapidity, as indicating tbe feelings of one who is in a rage ; 
and, as in tbe former letter, we seem to see tbe author 
grinning horr&ly aghoMtltf rmfie — in this, be appears to our ' 
imagination in the attitode of a man who is ready to 
crash, by bis uplifted arm, an enemy who is at once tbe 
object of his indignation and bis spite." 

According to Jnnins's description o^ bis Grace's 
qualifications, he must have been tbe identical minister 
whom our Henry IV. predicted on bis death-bed should 
arise to goTem meny Ei^land — 

" HsTe you a ruffian that will Bweai, drink, dsnce. 

Revel the night, rob, murder, and commit 

The oldest Bins the newest kind of ways ; 

Ekigland shall double-gilt his treble guilt, 

England ihall pve bim office, honour, mi^t" 
Tbe royal eeer, it is true, was somewhat mistaken in 
hie chronology; but that was of little consequence, as 
tbe nation could well afford to wait a few centuries for 
the af^eamnce of so perfect a character. 

Tbe marked maligni^ shewn by Junius to the Duke 
of Grafton induced Dr. Watson, afterwards Bishop of 
Llandaff, to address a letter to bis Grace in tbe Public 
Advertiser, on bis abandoning the administration in 1775, 
which contains the following passage:* "If tbe heart of 
■ Anecdotes of the Life of Bishop Watson, vol. i. 73. 
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Jwjdm be not obitnicted by privKte pique, if malignBut 
babitudes have not rendered him caUona to the hraioar- 
«ble feelingB of a mu), he will Uueh with Bhame and 
reinor§e for baring miBtakeu and traduced ^ur charaeter > 
he will embrace with eagemew this &ir opportuni^ of 
retracting his abuse, and candidly portray yoar Grace to 
the world in inch atriking colourB of truth and honour 
88 may obliterate from the mem<wy of every ingenooaa 
man the faaae aapernona of his catamny." 

To shew that out views on these points are neither 
singular nor novel, the reader is here presented with the 
sentiments of the most eminent criticB on the subject 

Mb. Bzlsham, whose goieral principleB of politics 
diflered little from those professed by Junius, mentions 
in his History of England the first appearance of the 
Letters in these words: — " Ajoidst the innumerable mul- 
titude of political publications, in which the conduct of 
the present adminiBtration was arraigned in the bitterest 
terms of severity, the national attention was particularly 
attracted by a seri^ of letters appearing under the eigna- 
ture of Junius, and writtNL in a style bo masterly as to 
be generally deemed, in pmnt of composition, equal to 
any lit^ary production in the Engli^ language. They 
consisted, however, of little else than splendid declama- 
tion and poignant invecdTe, and discovered a cool, de- 
liberate malignity of diapositjoo which, now the pasuons 
and fellies of the day have vanished, and given place to 
other passions and other follies, must excite disgust at 
least proportionate to our admiration." 

Db. Johxboh, in his thoughts respecting "PalUand 
Islands," thus characterizes this writer : — "Of Junius, k 
cannot be oud, as of Ulysses, that he scatters ambiguous 
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expreBsions among the vnlgar, for lie cries bsroc wiUiont 
reserve, and endeavours to let slip the dogs of foreign or 
of civil war, ignorant whither tfae3r are going, and careless 
what may be their prey. Junius has sometimes made his 
satire felt; but let not injudicious admiration mistake the 
Tenom of the shaft for the vigour of the bow. He has 
sometimes sported with lucky malice ; but to him who 
knows his company, it is not hard to be sarcasttc in a 
mask. While be walks like Jack-the-Glant-killer in a 
coat of darkness, he may do mnch mischief with little 
strength. Novelty captivates the saperficial, and thought- 
less} vehemence deUgfats the discontented and turbulent. 
He that contradicts acknowledged truth, will always 
have an audience; — he that vilifies established authority, 
will always find abettors. Junius burst into notice with 
a blaze of impudence wbicb has rarely glared upon the 
world before ; and drew the rabble after bim, as a monster 
' makes a show: when he had once provided for his safety 
by inpenetrable secresy, he had nothing to combat hut 
truth and justice, enemies whom be knows to be feeble in 
the dark. Being then at liberty to Indulge himself in all 
the immunities of invisibility ; out of the reach of danger, 
he has been bold; out of the reach of shame, he has been 
confident. As a rhetorician, he has had the art of per- 
suading when he seconded desire ; as a reasoner, he has 
convinced those who had no doubt before ; as a moralist, 
he has tangbt that virtue may disgrace ; and as a patriot, 
he has gratified the mean by insults on the high. Finding 
sedition ascendant, be has been able to advance it; finding 
the nation combustible, he has been able to infiame it. 
Let us abstract from his wit the vivacity of insolence, 
and withdraw from bis efficacy the sympathetic &vour of 
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plebeian malig;nitjr, — I do not eaj that we shall leave him 
nothing; the cause that I defend scoms the help of false- 
hood; but if we leave him only hie merit, what will be his 
praise 1 It is not by his liveliness of imagery, his pun- 
gency of periods, or his fertility of allusion, that he 
detains the cits of London, and the boors of Middlesex. 
Of style and sense they take no ct^izance. They 
admire him for virtues like their own — for contempt of 
order and violence of outr^, for r^e of defamation 
and audaci^ of folsehood. The supporters of the Bill 
of Rights feel no niceties of composition, nor dexterities 
of sophistry — their &culties ore better proportioned to the 
bawl of Bellas, or barbarity of Beckford ; but they are 
told that Junius is on their side, and they are therefore 
sure that Junius is in&llible. Those who know not 
whither he would lead them, resolve to follow him; and 
those who cannot find his meaning, hope he means 
rebellion. " 

"Junius is an unusual phenomenon, on which some 
have gazed with wonder and some with terror; but 
wonder and terror are transitory passions. He will 
soon be more closely viewed, or more attentively ex- 
amined; and what folly has taken for a comet, that from 
its flaming hair shook pestilence and war, inquiry will 
fidd to be only a meteor formed by the vapours of putre- 
fying democracy, and kindled into fiame by the efferves- 
cence of interest stn^Hng with conviction, which, afier 
having plunged its followers in a bt^, will leave us 
inquiring why we regarded it. 

"Yet, though I cannot think the style of Junius secure 
&om criticism, though his expressions are often trite, and 
his periods feeble, I should never have stationed him 
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vhere he hai placed himself, had I nat nted him l^ hia 
morals rather than his fitcalties. What, says Pope, miut 
be the priest, where a monkej' ia the god 7 What mast 
be the dmdge of a party, of which the heads are Wilket 
uid Crosby, Sawbridge and Townaend?" 

Speatdng of the sttlb of Janins, Mr. Wood&ll's 
Editor ssye (p, 80) — "The disdn^ishing featares of his 
style are ardour, spirit, perspicuity, classical correctaesa, 
sententious, epigramm^c compression ; his charateristic 
ornaments, keen, indignant invectiTe ; andacions interro- 
gation ; shrewd, severe, antithetic retort ; prond, pre- 
BumptaooB disdain of the powers of his adversary; pointed 
and appropriate allusions, that can never be mistaken, 
but are oflen orerchaiged, and at times perhaps totally 
unfounded ; similes introduced, not for the purpose of deco- 
ration, but of lUoBtration and energy — brilUant, burning, 
admirably selected, and irresistible in their appllcatitm. 
In iiis similes, however, he is once or twice too recondite; 
and in his grammatical construction still more frequently 
incorrect. 

"His metaphors are peculiarly brilliant, and so numeroue, 
though seldom unnecessarily introduced, as to render it 
difficult to know where to fix in selectiug a few examples. 
The following are ably managed, and require no expla- 
nati<»i : — ' The ministry, it seems, are labouring to draw 
a line of distinction between the honour of the crown and 
the rights of the people. This new idea has yet been 
only started in discourse, for, in effect, both objects have 
been equally sacrificed. 1 neither understand the dis- 
Unction, nor what use the ministry purpose to make of 
it. The king's honour is that of his people. Their reai 
honour and real interest are the same. I am not ant- 
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tending for a rain punctilio— private credit is wealth! 
public honour is secnritf . The feather that adwus th« 
royal bird, sapports its flight. Strip him of his plumage, 
and 70U £x him to the earth,' Again : ' Above all 
things, let me guard mj countrTniea against the mean- 
ness and follj of accepting of a trifling or moderate 
compeDBotion for extraordinarjf and essential injuries. 
Concessions, escb as these, ar« of little moment to the 
sum of things, imless it be to prove, that the wont of 
men are Bensible of the injuries thtj hare done ns, and 
perhaps to demonstrate to us the immineid danger of our 
situation. In the ahipvreck of the state, trifles float and 
are preserved, while everything solid and valuable sinks 
to the bottom, and is lost fw ever.' ' Once more: ' The 
very sonshine you live in, is a prelude to your dissolu- 
tion. When you are ripe, you ehiJl be plucked.'^ The 
commencement of his letter to Lord Camden shall iumish 
another instanoe: ' I torn with pleasure from that barren 
waste, in which no salutary plant takes root, no verdure 
quickens, to a character fertile, as I willin^y believe, in 
every great and good qualification." 
'' We now present the reader with the more el^H>rate 
critique of Attioub SBCtmnus on the style of Junius; 
— "The studied energy and great compressimi of his 
Ullage are the first qualities that will strike the reader 
who has just entered on the perusal of Junius. There is 
not only no superfluous sentence, but there is no super- 
fluous word in any of his sentenoes. He seems, in &ct, to 
have aimed at this quality with the greatest corej and as 
it was suited to the style and character of his mode of 
thinking, it was also most ha[^Uy accommodated to the 
high attitude which he assumed, as the satirist and judge 
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not of ordinejy men or common authors, but of the most 
eierated and distingaiahed personages and metitutions ol 
hie country; of a person vho seemed to feel himself 
called on to treat m^es^ itself with perfect freedom, 
and before whom the supreme visdom and might of the 
great conncils of the state stood rebuked and in fear. 

"We should form an erroneous ideaof JaniaB,howeTer, 
if, from this enei^ and simplicity of the style imputed to 
him, we should imagine that he is therefore an argumen- 
tative writer. The slow processes of reason would have 
been as unsuitable to the grandeur of his office, as the 
tedious march of ordinary language. As it was beauti- 
fully remarked of another mind of the same order, 'he 

^-lightens rather than reasons on his subject;' he throws 
out flashes from his mind that enable others to see to a 
greater extent and with a purer vision than they had 
ever seen before; instead of condescending to offer a 

-.jehson for his opinions, he trusts for their reception to the 
evidence with which his masterly words surround them; 
and when he has fixed the attention of his reader on 
some distinction that has been overlooked, or some con- 
stitutional principle that was neglected, he seems to take 
it for granted that, when stated in the language which 
he hag employed, and urged with the vigour which he 
has put forth, there is no mind which must not see their 
importance, and no heart that must not assent to their 
value. \\ 

"The power of Junius, however, in stating general 
truths, is extremely dlflerent from that of Burke. The 
writings of this last author are replete with maxims, in 
which the substance of volumes is frequently compressed 
within a very narrow space; but these maxims have, on 
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this veiy account, a generality and comprehension which 

enable them to he applied to many difiTerent things; they 

are expressions of results, which the mind of the author 

had derived from a wide sarrey of all human knowledge 

and human occnpadons; and resemble those general 

laws, according to which the infinite variety of Nature's 

\ operations is conducted. '"Junius has no such compre- 

I heusiye range of view, bat he darts his eye upon a single 

/ point, and light and evidence seem to proceed from his 

glance; he carries illnmination as &r as within that space 

•an be carried; or, if he sometimes gives a false or 

distorted view of the objects which it embraces, it is 

always, however, such a view as shews his object in vivid 

colours, and gives a high idea of the power that hath 

enlightened it. \\ 

vWWe apprehend, however, that there is none of all the 
powers which Junius has displayed, that is so peculiarly 
and entirely his own as his power of sarcasm. Other 
authors deal occasionally in this article; but, whenever 
Junius rises to his highest sphere, he assumes the air of 
a being who delights to taunt and to mock his adversary ; 
~4ie. refuses to treat him as a person who should be seri- 
ously dealt with, and pours out his contempt or indig- 
nation under an imposing affectation of deference and 
respect. His talent for sarcasm too, is of the finest kind, it 
is so carefully but so poignantly exerted, that it is neces- 
sary to watch his words to perceive all the satire which 
they contain; we have thus an impression that the author 
is only speaking in his natural style when he is employ- 
ing a mode of annoyance which it requires the utmost 
address and skill to manage, but when his irony is per* 
ceived, it strikes like a poniard, and the wound which it 
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inskes is such m cannot be cloaed. There is, indeed, no 
ftathor with irfaom we bk tcquainted who poeiiesBQS thie 
qsalitf in the same perfeoti(m» or who haa exerted it 
with the same effect; asd we are of opinion, that as itwaa 
this peculiarity which origutally gave to his writinga their 
astonishing influenoe, it still eontinues to be the quality 
by which th^ are moat remarkably disUn^oished from 
all other cmnpositionB.'W 

The following are the brief sentiments of several 
eminent men on liie same solgeet. Mr. Coleridge was of 
opinion, that " The Myle of Jtmins is a e(»t of metre, the 
law of which is a balance of thesis uid antithesis. When 
be gets out of this aphorismic metre into a sent^ce of 
five or six linee Iwg, natking can exoeed the slwenUneia of 
the English. Home Toobe and a long sentence seem 
the <HDly two mitagonists that were too mndt for him. 
StUl the antithesis of Jnmos is a real aadthesis (^images 
or thonght; bat the antithesis of Johnson is rarely more 
than TerbaL"— raftfe Taft, vol. ii. 213. 

Mr. Butler says, that oa one occasion he remarked 
to Edmund Burke, "a rery strcmg ezpreesion in one of 
Junini^B Letters, and intimated that it might bring him 
ooder the &ogs of this kw. Hr. Burke Baid, ' Junius 
was an impertinent fellow.' Mr. Burke appeared to use 
the expression in the tone of one who disapproved of 
Juniae's writiags, aad did not gready value them. Mr. 
Gibbon appeared to me not to admire his s^le as much 
as it was admined by the pdUic in general, and be told 
me that Mr. Fox thought dightingly of it." 

From a letter written by DugaM Stewart req>ectii)g 
Bunii, we may otdlect the sentimenti of lliese two emi- 
nent men, on the style of Junius. 
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" In judging of prow, I do not think," nyt Dogald 
Stewart, " that Barns' iMte ws> eqna]l^ scniiid. I onoe 
nod to him a pauage or tro in Fnoklin's worka, which 
I thoogfat veiy Itappilj eificnted upon the model of 
AiddiBou, bat he did not &ppear to relish or to perceive 
the beaotf vhich thejr derived from tbdr CKqaiiito sim- 
plicitf, and spoke of them with indifierenoe when com- 
pared with the ptHnt, and aatitheaiB, and qnaintoesB of 
Juiinf." 

Sotae Botioa maj be formed of ike effect produced on 
Ifae pabtic nuud by the Letters of Jonias, fran a speech 
ddirerfid hj Mr. Burke in the Hanse of Comnxtna, in 
whicJi he mya, " How comes this Jnaioa to bave bn^e 
throng thecebwebs of the law, and to rutge ancontrolled, 
nnpimished, dirongh the knd ? The mTrmidona of the 
Conrt have been long, and are still, pBTsaing him in vain. 
Thej will not spend their time upon me, or jva, or 70a. 
No, they disdain each Tcrmin, when the mighty boar of 
the foreM, that has broke through ail their toils, is before 
tbem. Bu^ what will all tlieir efibrts avail ? No sooner 
has he wetmded one than he lays down imager dead at 
bis Saet. For my own part, when J saw his attack apoo 
the king, I own my blood ran cold. I thought he had 
ventured too &r, and there was an end of his triumphs. 
Not that he had not SMertedimany truths. Yes, air, there 
are in ^at cotaposilion many bold truths, by which a 
wise prince might profit. It was ^ raneow and venom, 
with which I was struck. In these respects, the North 
Briton is as much inferior to him, as in strength, wit, and 
judgment. But while I expected in this daring flight 
his final ruin and AiU, behold him rising still higher, and 
coming down souse upon both Houses of Parliament. 



n,gn,-Pri.hyGt)0^lt' 



112 BPISIT AND 8TTLB OF JUNIUS. 

Yes, he did make t/ou his quarry, and joa still bleed 
from the wonnda of hia talons. Yoa crouch, and still 
crouch, beneath his rage. Nor has he dreaded the terrors 
of jfour brow, sir; he has attacked even you — he has — 
and I believe you have no reason to triumph in the 
encounter. In short, after carrying away our royal eagle 
in hia pounces, and dashing him against a rock, he has 
laid you prostrate. King, Lords, and Commons, are 
but the sport of his ftiry. Were he a member of this 
House, what might not be expected from his knowledge, 
his firmness, and int^rityl He would be easily known 
by his contempt of all danger, by his penetration, by his 
vigour. Nothing would escape his vigilance and activi^. 
Bad ministers could conceal nothing from his edacity, 
nor could promises, nor threats, induce him to conceal 
anything from the pnbUc." 

The Speaker of the House of Commons, thus apos- 
trophised by Burke, was Sir Fletcher Norton, afterwards 
Lord Qrantley, whose amiable qualiUes have been pre- 
served to future ages (like insects embalmed in amber) in 
the pages of Junius, who characterises him as the very 
lawyer described by @en Jonson in the following lines-— 

Gives forked counsel, takes piovoking gold 

Oneither hand, and puts it up. 

So wise, BO grave, of so perplez'd a tongue. 

And loud vithal, that would not wag, nor scarce 

Lie still, without a fee. 
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"Who and what art thou!" a nation (aid. 

" For IHAT you may consult my title-pa^," 
Replied this might;' shadow of a shade;' 

" If I have kept my secret half an age, 

I scarce ehaU teU it now." 

Lord B^on. 

But, after all, who or what was JoNitrs? Thit Aadwe of a 
name, who thus shot his imerring arrows irom an impenetrable 
concealment, and puuished without being perceived! The ques- 
don is natural ; and it has been repeated almost without inter- 
mieaion, from the appearance of hia first letter. It is not unnatural, 
moreover, from the pertinacity with which he has at all times 
eluded discovery, that the vanity of many political writers of 
inferior talents should have induced them to lay an indirect 
claim to his Letters, and especially after the danger of respon- 
sibility had considerably ceased. Yet, while the Editor does not 
undertake to communicate the real name of Junidb, hcpledges 
himself to prove from incontrovertible evidence, afforded by the 
private letters of Junius himself, during the period in question, 
in connexion with other documents, that not one of these pretenderi 
has. ever had the smallest right to the distinction which some of 
, them have ardently coveted. 

Dr. GooSt PrtUm. Euag, p. 9. 
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CHAPTER V. 

Namei of the principal Persons to whom the Letters of Jnrniu 
have been attributed. — Reason given by the Critics for con- 
cluding that Junius must have been an IriBhman. — Some 
account of the false Juniusee. — E^dmund Burke. — William 
Gerard Hamilton. — Hugh Macaulay Boyd. — Richard Glover. 
—General Charles Lee.— The Earl of Chesterlield.— Wmiam 
GTeatrekes, — Lachlan Macleaue. — Earl of Chatham. — 
Curious theory of a Reviewer respecting Junius. — Jeu 
^aprit, entitled Junius latk ha Fiior up. — Lord Byron's 
hypothewB. — Anxiety of the ftiends of the different preten- 
ders to disclaim the malignant spirit shewn by Junius. — 
The competitors reduced to three individuals; viz. Lord 
George Sackrille, Sir Philip Francis, and Mr. Charies 
Lbyd. 
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I think there be ux Richnunidt in the field. 
Five have I dain to day instead of him. 

Shaiapear, 



Hatino satisfactorily Bhewn tbat Judiub could not have 
been an author by profession, a lawyer, or a divinff, it 
becomes unnecessary to notice the pretensions of such of 
the claimants as belong to any of these professions, — we 
shall therefore proceed to consider the claims of the other 
principal candidates. 

It may, however, in the first place, be proper to mention, 
that the Letters of Junius have at various times been* 
attributed to Lord Geoi^ Sackville, Edmund Burke, 
William Gerard Hamilton, the Duke of Portland, Lord 
ChcBterfield, Lord Chatham, Dr. Butler, bishop of 
Hereford, Dunning, afterwards Lord Ashburton, Charles 
Lloyd, secretary to Mr. Geoi^e Grenville, John Roberts, 
a clerk in the Treasury, the Hev. Philip fiosenhagen, 
the American General Lee, John Wilkes, Henry Flood, 
Richard Glover, the author of Leonidas, Hugh Macaulay 
Boyd, Samuel Dyer, Dr. Wilmot, and lastly Sir Philip 
Francis, with many others of less note. 

On perusing the above list, it will be observed, that 
several of the aspirants are natives of the Emerald lale, 
and the pertinacity with which their claims in particular 
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have been advocated, i9 rather remarkable. This appears 
somewhat singnlar when we find Junins has expressly, 
and repeatedly declared that he was an Engliahman. 
Without some consideration, one might be inclined to 
suspect, that such ardent aspirations af^r laurels so 
hopeless, could only proceed from a certain confusion of 
ideas, which has been considered peculiar to the natives 
of that country. The apparent anomaly may, however, 
be thus accounted for : a v^ue, but very general suspi- 
cion has been rife from thefirstappearanceof the Letters, 
that their autlior would ultimately prove to be a native 
of Ireland, — this suspicion is founded on the minute, and 
extensive knowledge displayed by Junius, of Irish fami- 
lies and affairs, combined with certain peculiarities in the 
diction, and phraseology of the Letters themselves, which 
seem to indicate that the author was an Irishman, or at 
least, had been educated in the University of Dublin. 
For instance, in one of bis letters in reply to Mr. Home, 
Junius uses the word colleoiah for an academic or 
gownsman, which is the term used in the University of 
Dublin, but not at either Oxford or Cambridge; and 
from this it has been inferred, that he could not have 
been a member of either of the English universities. 

On this point Dr. Good remarks (Preliminary Essay, 
p. 88) : " Of those who have critically analyzed the style 
of Junius's compositions, some have pretended te prove 
that be must necessarily have been of Irish descent, or 
Irish education, from the peculiarity of his idioms: while 
to shew how little dependence is to be placed upon any 
such observations, others have equally pretended to prove, 
from a similar investigation, that he could not have been 
a native either of Scotland or Ireland, nor have studied 
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in any univereity of either of these countries. The fact 
IB, that there are a few phraseologies in his letters peeidiaT 
to himself, such as occur in the compositions of all original 
Trriters of great force and genius, bnt which are neither 
indicative of any particular race, nor referable to any 
provincial dialect." 

Mr. Barker, on the contrary, says (p. 56), "Janiue 
was so universally suspected to be an Irithman, or of Irish 
descent, that any attenipt to prove it from his writings 
would be unnecessary for our present purpose." 

A writer, who signs himself Oxonienm, mentions some 
of Junius's Hibemiciimg. We shall quote one paragraph 
Jrom his letter, chiefly for the sake of the proof it brings 
that Junius, whoever he might be, was a member of the 
University of Dublin: — "Edmund Burke received his 
education amongst the Irish Jesuits at St. Omer's, and 
finished his studies in Ireland. If any one will take the 
trouble of reading over the Letters of Junius, he will 
find that Edmund, notwithstanding all his care and 
pwns, sometimes falls into Hibemicisms. In one place, 
he says, ' taake eomnum cause.' This is not English, 
though to be sure the phrase is common enough in 
Dublin. In Junius's letter of the 13th of August, he 
talks of 'lAe lophiitriea of a collegian.' This expression is 
not English; and the word coUegian is never used in this 
sense, except in the College of Dublin and (perhaps) of 
St. Omer's. We aay, laAseAjfeUow-coUegian; but at the 
great schools here, those of the college are called collegers; 
and at our two universities, the members of a college are 
called gownsmen; at Dublin they are called coUegiaas." 
Though Oxoniensis was wrong in his suspioiou of Mr. 
Burke, his ailments to prove that Junius was, in bis 
sense of the word, a collegian, are worthy of atienlion. 
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"The use of the term eoUegion, for aeademie aigoama- 
taau," further observes Mr. Barker (p. 53), "places the 
&ct of Irish birth, or Irish education beyond a doubt, 
I conuder the ari^ament to be most unsuspicioas, and I 
therefore expect the dedded assent of the reader to its 
truth. The use of a term peculiar to the University of 
Dublin is not to be explained away as a ' phraseology 
in his letters peculiar to Jwiiiu himielf,' because it is not 
peculiar to himself, but common to all who have been 
educated in the Irish univereity. It is not 'referable to 
any provincial dialect' of England it is true, but it is 
'referable to the' national 'dialect of Ireland, which is 
a province of the United Kingdom ; and it is ' indicative 
of a particular race' of men, vis. the children of St. 
Patrick. This is not to be classed among ' phraseologies 
such as occur in the compositions of all original vrriters 
of great force and genius;' for it is either properly used 
by Junius, if an Irishman, or educated at the University 
of Dublin (and it then ceases to be 'a peculiar phrase- 
ology* of Junius), or else, improperly used by Junius if 
he was not an Irishman, or not educated in Trinity 
College Dublin; and so glaring and ridiculous a blunder 
cannot be assigned to the pen of an English 'original 
writer of great force and genius.' ' Phraseologies which 
occur in such compositions' are to be distinguisbed from 
blunders and improprieties: they are novel, but not 
incorrect modes of expression; indicatii^ in their mean- 
ing the peculiar feelings, sentiments, thoughts, circum- 
stances, or situation of the writer, and displaying in their 
structure a striking peculiarity of language, formed for 
the vpry purpose of either communicating new ideas in 
new > inns, or clothing old notions in new terms, because 
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those new terms please the writer ia his love of rarie^, 
or more clearly define what he wishes to convey to the 
mind of the reader." 

Mr. Roche also remarks, "That Jnoius, vritmg to 
Lord N'orth of Colonel Luttrell, saye: — 'I protest, my 
Lord, there is in this young man's conduct a strain of 
prostitution, which for Its singularity I cannot but admire. 
He has discovered a new line in the human character — 
he hoi degraded even the name of Luttrell, and gratified his 
&ther's most sanguine cspectationB.' In the words, ' he 
has degraded even the name of Luttrell,' there is an 
allusion which no Englishman understands, and a severi^ 
therefore which he cannot perceive. The name of LuttreU 
in several parts of Ireland is synonymous with the words 
traitor or betrayer, owing to a tradition which prevails 
there among the people, that it was on acconnt of the 
treachery of an officer of the name of Luttrell, and of the 
same &mily, that King James lost the battle of the 
Boyne. Without such an explanation as this, the words 
of Junius are unintelligible; and as it was not possible 
for him to become acquainted with this traditional &ct, 
or with the proverbial use of the word LuttreU — in some 
parts of Ireland to signify a tr^tor — from any written or 
printed publication, it is clear that he must have been an 
Irishman." "I think," says Mr. Barker, "that Mr. 
Roche is, for the reason assigned, right in his conclusion ; 
and I have already assigned other reasons for the same 
opinion." 

Among the "false Juniuses," one of the moat illnstrions 
namesisnnqnestioiiablythatofEuHUHDBuBKEionwhom 
(with only one esceplion) the earliest suspicion rested, 
but it is difficult to say for what reason, except his being 
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an Irishman, and the general eminence of his literaiy 
and political character; and Mr. Butler nrgee the follow- 
ing reasons against his claim : — " Those who knew the 
very I0II3L notions which Mr. Burke entertained of him- 
self, and his own ministerial powers and qualifications, 
must think it impossible that he should have written the 
line, 'I accept a simile from Bnrke — a sarcasm from 
Barr^.' Those, too, who knew the labour which saj 
literary exertions cost Hr. Burke, his endless blots, 
emendations, and transcriptions, and ultimately bis pri- 
vate impressions, still blotted, and still amended, ronst be 
sensible how irreconcileable all this is with the fecundity 
and rapidity of Junius. Add to this, that on several 
most important points Burke and Junius were in direct 
opposition to each other. Burke was a partizan of Lord 
Rockingham, Junius of Qeoi^ Grenviile. On the 
Stamp Act, on Triennial Parliaments, they were com- 
pletely at variance. Junius attached much importance 
to city politics; in these Burke never appeared." — 
Butle/g Reminis. i. 90. 

To these strong argnments is to be added the &ct, that 
in 1784 Burke instituted a prosecution against Woodfall, 
the printer of Junius's Letters, for a libellous article which 
bad appeared against him in the Public Advertiser, and 
pursued it to a verdict with the utmost acrimony. 

It is also to be observed, that the believers in the claim 
put forth for Burke had not even the ignia fatitas of a 
supposed similarity of style between his writings, and the 
compositions of Junius, to light them to their conclusion. 
On this point we shall present the reader with no mean 
authority — that of the late Rev, Robert Uall, with whom 
Professor Gregory had the following conversation on the 
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subject: "JuDias's Letters," aaye Mr. Gr^ory, "were 
mentioned. After mnch speculation as to the author 
from Tarioua persons, some one cited Dr. Jobneoa's 
remark, that none except Edmund Burke could have 
written them. Mr. Hall remarked: 'Burke cert^ly 
could not have written them. The style of the two 
authors is too opposite for any one to believe them iden- 
tical. The talent of Junius shews itself in condensation 
and brevi^; Burke's forte is amplification. Janius is 
cool and deliberate; Bnrke was impassioned and ener- 
getic. Junius is remarkable for his caustic satire; Burke 
for rampant and vehement abuse. The diction of Burke 
is modem and latinized, while the writings of Janius 
afford a singular illustration of the excellence and force 
of the original English language. The man who could 
write as Burke did, could not so disguise his style as to - 
bring it to any continued similarity to that of Junius. 
The character of the men, too, was essentially different. 
There is no generosity in Junius. His caustic satire 
was in character like that of Home Tooke, whose very 
calmness was irresistible, yet no thinking man identifies 
Jnnius with Tooke.' "—Dr. Gregory's Life of Robert Hall, 
p. 237. 

" Bat there is an ailment," says Mr. Barker, (p. 132) 
" against Burke's claim which has never yet been brought 
forward I believe, and which ta of so decisive a character 
that I would hang by this solitary rock, and bid defiance 
to every assailant. There was in the mind of Mr. Burke 
a radical principle of philanthropy, a pervading prin- 
ciple of benevolence; it was conspicaous alike in his 
actions and in his speeches; his heart was full of generous 
affections, he breathed peace on earth and good-will 
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towards man. I do not deny, that in indulging this god- 
like propenaity of hia nature he was sometimes hurried 
into intemperate langaage, and borne away by the tide 
of pasaioD ; this merely demonstrated the infirmity of 
human Tirtne, but it proved the sincerity and the zeal 
with v^cb he contended for the rights of outraged nadona, 
and pleaded the cause of suffering man. Nature soon 
recovered her possession, and reason soon resumed her 
seat, and goodness soon r^ained her throne. The 
uncharitable feeling existed but for the moment — a light- 
ning too transient to disturb the general serenity of hia 
breast; the bolt might terrify, but did not strike its 
object; the flame burnt around, but did not consume its 
victim; it was displayed and was gone; it sparkled and 
was eshaled. As an accuser, hia power was truly terrific, 
he has exhausted the whole compass of the English 
language in the fierceness of his invective, and the bitter- 
ness of hia censure; for even Junius, with all the advan- 
tages of indiscriminate personalis, private acandal, and 
the mask under which he fought, has not exceeded him 
in severity, while he falls infinitely short of him in reach 
of thought, comoiaad of language, enei^y of expression, 
and variety of reproach. Junius ia more pungent in his 
assaults; Mr. Burke more powerful. Junius imparts the 
idea of keenness; Mr. Burke of force. Jnnius of poa- 
eeasing powers to a certain degree circumscribed; Mr. 
Burke of a magnitude nearly boundless. Jnnius hews 
down his victim with a double-edged aabre; Mr, Burke 
fells him with a sledge hammer, and repeats his blows 
so often, and in so many different modes, that few can 
again recognize the carcase he has once taken in hand to 
mangle." 
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It is, however, now known with cert&inty that the 
euBpicioQS with regard to Burke were nnfonnded, for 
upon his being questioned by Sir William Draper, he 
posithelj/ denied the impulated atiihorihip; and it appears 
that he made a similar confession to his friend Dr. 
Johnson; for Boswell informs us, that talking with 
Johnson of the wonderful concealment of the author of 
the celebrated Letters signed Junius, the Doctor said, 
" I should hare belieTed Burke to be Junius, because I 
know no man but Burke who is capable of writing these 
Letters; but Burke ipontaneouali/ denied it to me. The 
case would have been different had I asked him if he 
was the author; a man so questioned as to an anonymous 
publication may think he has a r^ht to deny it." On 
this subject, Boswell on another occasion says, " We 
talked of the casuistical question, whether it was allowable 
at any time to depart from truth? Johnson: The general 
rule is, that truth should never be violated, because it is 
of the utmost importance to the conduct of life that we 
should have a fall security by mutual &ith, and occa- . 
sional inconvenience should be willingly suffered, that 
we may preserve it. There must, however, be some 
exceptions. BottveU: Supposing the person who wrote 
Junius were asked whether he was the author, might he 
deny it? Johnson: I don't know what to say to this. 
If you were sure that he wrote Junius, would you, if he 
denied it, think as well of him afterwards 7 Yet it may 
be urged that what a man has no right to ask, you may 
refuse to communicate; and there is no other effectual 
mode of preserving a secret, and an important secret, 
the discovery of which may be very hurtlul to you, hut 
&flat denial; for if you are silent, or hesitate, or evade, it 
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will be heM equivalent to a confession. But stay, Sir, 
here is another case. Supposing the author bad told 
ine confidentiallj that he had written Junius, and I were 
aiked if he had, I should hold myself at liberty to deny 
it, as being under a previous promise, express or implied, 
to conceal it. Tfow, what I ought to do for the author, 
may I not do for myself." — BosuielPi Johaton, iv. 296. 

The next claimant in point of literary and political 
reputation is William OsRABn Hamilton, who was 
also a distinguished member of parliament for many 
years, and wrote a book, which was published after his 
decease, called " Parliamentary L<^c," the design of 
which seems to have been to teach unfledged senators 
the most approved tactics of the House of Commons, 
and how any independent member of the l^islatare 
might conscientiously speak, or vote, on either side of 
every question brought before the Honse. 

The principal reason for the Letters having been attri- 
buted to Hamilton was, that on a certain morning he 
told the Duke of Richmond the substance of a letter of 
Junius, which he pretended to have just read in the 
Public Advertiser, but which, on consulting the paper 
was not found there, an apology for its postponement till 
the nest day being inserted in its stead, when the letter 
thus previously adverted to by Hamilton, actually made 
its appearance. That Hamilton, therefore, had a previous 
knowledge of the existence and purport of this letter is 
unquestionable; but these facts may be accounted for, by 
supposing him to have had it read to him by his friend 
Mr. Woodfall, antecedently to its being printed. 

Another ground of suspicion seems to have been 
founded on the fallacious test of a supposed similarity of 
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style between his acknowledged writings, and tlioae of 
Junius. Hamilton accompanied Lord Halifax as chief 
secretary, when his lordship was Lord Lieutenaot of Ire- 
land, while Mr. Richard Cumberland held the secondary 
post of Ulster secretary; and the two secretaries were 
called in to consider, and settle the draft of the Lord 
Lieutenant's first speech to the Irish parliament, which 
his lordship had himself prepared. The scribes, as might 
be expected, disagreed about this delicate operation, and 
hia lordship with two secretaries at his command, was 
under the necessity of taking that office upon himself, 
and obliged not only to compose, but to polish and 
settle, his own speech. The scene is thus described 
by Cumberland:— " When I was called in jointly with 
Secretary Hamilton to take the project and rongh copy 
of this speech into consideration, I could not help remark- 
ing the extraordinary efforts which that gentleman made 
to engraft hts own very peculiar tti/le upon the sketch 
before him; in this I sometimes agreed with him, but 
more commonly opposed him, till Lord Hali&x, whose 
patience began to be exhausted, no longer submitted his 
copy to be dissected, but took it to himself with such 
alterations as he saw fit to adopt, and those but few. I 
must candidly acknowledge that at times, when I have 
heard people searching for internal evidence in the style 
of Junius, as to the author of those famous Letters, I 
have called to recollection this circumstance which I 
have now related, and occasionally said, that the style of 
Junius bore a strong resemblauce to what I bad observed 
of the style of Secretary Hamilton; beyond this I never 
had the least grounds for conjecture, nor any clue to lead 
me to the discovery of that anonymous writer beyond 
what I have alluded to." — CumberUm^s Memoirs, i. 17. 
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Mr. Hamilton obtained the cognomen of Singk Speech 
Hamilton, from the circumstance of his haying delivered 
one brilliant speech in the English parliament, and ever 
afterwards remaining silent: but moat uncertain is the 
hreath of &me, and hard is the lot of orators and literaiy 
adventarerS) for if they display a fertile and prolific 
genini, the good-natured world declares it absurd to 
expect distingaished excellence where quantity is so 
abundant; and should they belong to the same class as 
Hamilton, who concentrate' all their energiec, and exhaust 
half a life in bringing to perfection one chef tPmanre, and 
then rest from their labours, the poblic, after a while, is 
generally seized with an nnaccoontable fit of scepticism. 
It was said that " Garth did not write his own Dispen- 
sary," and BO it fared with Single Speech Hamilton^ — 
his whole glory rested on a single speech, which the 
incrednlons world would not believe to be his own, bat 
like the insidious Imp in Hogarth's print of Paul before 
Felix, endeavoured to cut away the only prop that upheld 
his ftme: this gave rise to the following scene, which is 
' related by Major Head in his Life of Brace the traveller. 

"Single Speech Hamilton was first cousin to Bruce, 
and one evening, at Kinnard, he said: ' Bruce! to con- 
vince the world of your power of drawing, you need 
only draw us now something in as good a style as those 
drawings of yonrs, which ihey lay have been done for 
yoa by Bulngani, your Italian artisL' ' Gerard 1' re- 
plied Bruce very gravely, 'yon made one fine speech, 
and the world doubted its being yoiir own composition, 
but if you will stand up now here, and make another 
speech as good, we will believe it to be your own.' " 

The air of Dublin, however, seems to have been more 
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favonrable to Hamilton'a powers, than that of West- 
minster, for it is reported, that he made not lees than 
five speeches in the Irish Parliament in the single session 
of 1761-2 ; bnt all his speeches were not only prepared, 
but studied vith a minuteness and exactitude, of which 
those who are accustomed only to the carelessness of 
modem debating can scarcely form an idea. Lord 
Chsrlemont, who had been long and intimately acquainted 
with him, used to mention, that he was the only speaker 
of whom heconldsaywithcertainty, that all his speeches, 
however long, irere written and got by heart. A gentle- 
man well known to his Lordship and Hamilton, assured 
him that he heard Hamilton repeat no less than three 
times an oration which he afterwards spoke in the House 
of Commons, and which lasted almost three hours. As 
a debater, therefore, he became as useless to his political 
patrons as Addison was to Lord Sunderland, and if pos- 
sible be was more ecmpnloas in composition than even 
that eminent man. Addison would stop the press to 
correct the most trifling error in a large publication, and 
Hamilton would recal the footman, if on recollection any 
word was in his opinion misplaced or improper, in the 
slightest note to a familiar acquaintance. Yet this 
weigher of words and balancer of sentences was most 
easy and agreeable in conversation. He passed his time 
(except with unnecessary anxiety as to his literary tame) 
unembarrassed and cheerfnl among a few select friends. 
Dr. Johnson highly valued him, and was never slow or 
reluctant to acknowledge his superior talents, and the 
generosity of his disposition. Lord Charlemont was the 
person who first introduced Edmund Burke to Hamilton, 
which led to Bnrke's subsequent fortune. 
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Mr. Malone etatee that when a fnend of Hamilton's, 
for the pnrpoee of drawing him oat, affected to think him 
the author of Junias'e Letters, and bantering him on the 
subject, taxed him with the passage in which the Dake 
of Qrafton is said to have " travelled throogh every sign 
in the political zodiac, from the scorpion in which he stung 
Lord Chatham, to the hopes of a virgin of the house of 
Bedford, etc." Hamilton, with great vehemence, ex- 
claimed, " Had I written such a sentence as that, I should 
have thought I had forfeited all pretensions to good taste 
in composition for ever." A.ad in a conversation on the 
same subject, he once said to an intimate ftiend in a tone 
between serionsness and pleasantry, " You know I could 
have written better papers than those of Juntas." Mr. 
Malone also argues that Hamilton could not be the author, 
as " he had none of that minute and eommUsanat knowledge 
of petty military matters which is displayed in some of the 
letters. Near the time of his death, Hamilton is eaiA to 
have made a solenn deelaratiott that he was not Junius. 

Another pretender, whose claim at one time was urged 
with great confidence, and made much noise in the 
literary circles, was Hnon Mucaulat Botd; and up- 
wards of twenty pages of Dr. Good's " Preliminary 
Essay," are devoted to the demolition of his pretensions; 
but, as we think this has been most effectually accom- 
plished, it appears unnecessary to say more about him, 
especially as Mr, Bntler also declares that, "Aa to 
- Macaulay Boyd's being the author of Jnnius's Letters, 
it is a perfect joke, no two characters can be more per- 
fectly unlike than Boyd and Junius. Boyd was a 
good-natured lively man, femoos for repeating Lord 
Chatham and Burke's speeches, and always bustling 
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atMiit Bomething or another, I remember very well, the 
infinite pains he took to persuade the world that the 
Perreaas were innoceDt. He must have been Tery young 
when Judius'b Letters were written; all who kuew him, 
must think the notion of his being the author of Junios'a 
Letters too absurd for discuesion." — Reminu. i. 84 

"To support the pretensions of Righabd Glovbe," 
Mr. Butler remarks, "no evidence is adduced, except 
that something of the high Whig principlee of Junius is 
discoverable in the volume which has been published of 
' Glover's Memoirs,' and that Glover is known to have 
lived in an elevated line of socie^, in which these 
principles were professed. This evidence amounts to 
little, and the style of his Memoirs is very unlike that 
of JanioB," 

The American General Charles Lee faas also found 
advocates to urge his claim to the authorship of the 
Letters, founded on a Etatement made hy a Mr. Rodney 
ID an American periodical work, called ' The Wilming- 
ton Mirror.' According to this account, General Lee 
communicated in confidence to a friend, the important 
secret of his being the author of the Letters, aiid Dr. 
Girdlestone of Yarmouth, Norfolk, has endeavoured to 
establish the General's pretensions, by a compariaon of 
Rodney's statement with Mr. Longworthy'a Memoirs of 
the General's life, in a pamphlet published anonymously, 
under the title of ' Reasons lor rejecting the presumptive 
evidence of Mr. Almon, that Hugh Boyd was the writer 
of Junius, with passages selected to prove the real author 
of the Letters of Junius.' 

" General Lee," observes Mr. Barker, (p. 43), " had 
the requisite ardour of mind and the leisure, but wanted 
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the spirit of industry, sdmitted to have been indiBpens- 
ably oeceasary for Junius." Dr. Good, in his ' Preli- 
mfnaiy Essay,' Beenu most satisfactorily to have proved, 
thatOeneralLeewas rambling over the North of Europe 
during die period that the Letters of Junius were written, 
and, conaequentlj, could not possibly have be«n their 
author. He also ehews that the line of politics professed 
by the two characters was very different. 

The polite Earl of CBESTEBfiBLD has likewise been 
pointed out as the audior of the Letters; bat on no other 
authority, that we can discover, than the internal evidence 
afforded by the following el^ant compliment passed by 
the gallant Junius on the tair sex, in his letter to Lord 
Mansfield: — "Women, and men like women, are timid, 
vindictive, and irresolute. Their passions counteract 
each other, and make the same creature at one moment 
hateful, at another eontemptibk." 

The Gentleman's Magazine for December 1813, con- 
tains the following letter, starting a new and before un- 
known candidate ; — " Mr, Urban, have the seekers after 
Junius ever heard of Mr. William Gbbatrakbs, bom 
in the barony of Imokilly, in the county of Cork, in 
Ireland, about the year 1726 1 One who was his friend, 
and who states his conviction, in common with others who 
knew him well, that this Greatrukes was the author of 
the Letters of Junius, has permitted me to note down the 
following particulars relating to him: — Mr. Greatrakes 
was bred to the law, and called at the nsnal period to the 
Irish bar. After practising a few years, he quitted that 
profession; and after becomiiig an officer, signalised him- 
self ^ain as a barrister, by undertaking the defence of a 
friendless soldier upon a trial for a capital offence. This 
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circtunstance led to aa acquaintance with the judge, that 
to aniiitroduction to the then lord lieutenant, and soon 
finally to an intimacy with Lord Shelbourne, In tvhose 
hoiise he was an inmate during the publication of the 
Leiterg of Jnnioa. He then became an faalf-pfty officer, 
&nd about 1779 retired to a small propertj of his own in 
the neighbourhood of Youghall. Here he was engaged 
in costianal writiag, and much correspondence with his 
friend Lord Shelbonme. He died at some place in 
Wiltshire, on his waj to London. During hie illness, 
he sent for Wb executor, a Captain Stopfwd, who had 
been in the 68rd regiment of foot, and deposited many 
papers in his hands. Enclosed you have his autt^raph, 
cut from a book in his possession. It certainly appears 
to bear a strong resemblance to most of the specimens in 
Wood&ll's new edition; and if the preceding narration 
tarns ont to be in substance materially correct, it may 
induce those who believe that Jnniiis employed an amanu- 
ensis to confer that honour on William Greatrakes, Esq. 
By the description of his figure, I am sorry to find that 
he would not answer for the tall gentleman with the bag- 
wig and white coat, who, by the acconnt of Mr. Jackson, 
managed the conveyancing branch of the department — 
* one of the pack.'" 

In a note to this letter, the editor of the Gentleman's 

Magazine informs us, that he has been assured Mr. 

Greatrakes died at the Bear Inn, Hnngerford, and that 

a flat stone in the churchyard is thus inscribed : — 

" Here- are deposited the remaina of William Greatrakes, Esq. 

a tTative of Ireland, who, on his way from Bristol, 

died in this town, in the S2nd year of his age, 

. on the 2nd day of August 1791. 

StatNominis Umbra." 
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The same number of the Magazine haa in its second 
plate an engraving of the aatograph, to which the prece- 
ding letter refers, anda specimen of the handwriting of the 
real Jnnios from Mr. Woodfall's edition ; but Mr. Butler 
could not dlscoTcr much resemblance between them. — 
The same Magazine, for July 1813, contains a letter 
detailing a conversation which Sir Richard Phillips had 
with Lord Shelboume, then Lord Lansdowne,. on the 
sabject of Junius. He represents his Lordship as scout- 
ing the notion that Bojd was the author of the Letters, 
and makes his Lordship say — " I knew Junius, and I 
know all about the writing and production of those letters. 
If I live over the summer, which however I do not 
expect, I promise you a very interesting pamphlet about 
Junius : I will set the question at rest for ever." — The 
perusal of these letters induced Mr. Buder to make 
some inquiries respecting the gentleman to whom the 
first letter relates ; anil he ascertained that a gentleman 
of the name, family, and occapadon, mendoned in that 
letter, did exist; that he died on a journey from Bristol 
to London ; that he was known both to the late Lord 
Chatham and Mr. Charles Fox; that his name waa 
mentioned among those who were first surmised to be 
authors of the Letters of Junius; that his &mily ascribed 
those Letters to him; and that one of his sarriviag nieces 
on being shewn the fac-simile of Junius's handwriting, 
expressed herself by letter in these words — " As to the 
fac-simile, the hand struck me at once as being my 
uncle's; but that is more studied, as my uncle's was 
more sloping, which I suppose is owing to this being 
stamped" (engraven). 

Although Ireland has made many strenuous efforts to 
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appropriate Junius to herself, no sach attempt was made 
by Scotland nntii very recentl}^. This will excite little 
surprise, when it is considered, that Jonina was clearly 
entitled to the compliment which Dr. Johnson intended 
to pay his friend Bathurst when he called him "a good 
hater;" and if Jimius hated one person more than an- 
other, or had any special and innate antipathy to any 
individaal, it certainly was — a Scotsman; for, in alluding 
to Mr. Wedderbum, he Baya — " I speak tenderly of this 
gentleman, for when treachery is in question, I think we 
should make allowances for a Scotchman." 

The crimes of disowning his country and calumniating 
the most illustrious of his countrymen are (to his honour 
be it spoken) unknown to a North Briton ; on the con- 
trary, gentlemen of that nation are generally supposed 
to be always ready to make up any little differences 
among themselves, whenever the honour of their country 
is at stake, and to act on the principle of the unsophis- 
ticated Highlander, who, upon hearing a person declare 
that be would stand by his friend when he was in the 
right, expressed his indignation at the lukewarm senti- 
ment, and declared hia resolution to stand by a friend at 
all times, right or wrong. With sach patriotic feelings 
it would be preposterous to suppose that Junius could 
possibly have been a Scotsman; and yet the following 
paragraphe appeared, daring the year 1637, in the In- 
verness Courier:— "A gentleman has obligingly pointed 
out to us a passage in Gait's Life of Mr. West, the 
distinguished painter, which supplies another link in 
the chain of evidence connecting Junias's Letters with 
Lachlan Maclbahb-' it will materially assist the inquiry 
DOW in prt^rees by Sir David Brewster, who was led 
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to adopt tbe opinion of Macleane being Junius, from a 
series of private letters written hy that gentleman, which 
fell under htg notice as formeriy described by us, and 
when Sir David was unconscious of Maaleane having ever 
been suspected to be Junius— the passage is as follows ; — 
"An incident of & curious natur^.has .brought him 
(Mr. West) to be a party in some degree to the singular 
question respecting, the mysterious author of the cele-. 
hrated Letters of. Jumus.' On the n^omiog that the first 
of these fajnous iavecti<re$ speared, his friend Governor 
Hamilton happened to call, ftsd inquiring the news, Mr, 
West informed him of that bold and daring epistle; 
ringing fpr .his servant at tbe same time, he desired tfaq 
newspaper to be brought in. Hamilton read it over with 
great attention; and when he had done, laid it on hiq 
knees in a manner that particularly attracted the notice 
of the painter, who was standing at his easel:— 'This 
letter,' said i^amiUon in a tone of vehement feeliqg, 'ia 
by that d-d scoundrel Macleane.' ' What Macleane?' 
inquired Mr. West:— 'The surgeon of Otway's regi- 
ment—the fellow who attacked me so virulently in the 
Philadelphia newspaper, on account of the part 1 felt it 
my duty to take against one of the officers; this letter is 
by him; Iknow these very words; 1 may well remember 
them :' and he read over severd phrases and sentences 
which Macleane had employed against him. Mr. West 
then informed the Governor, that Macleane was in this 
country, and that he was personally acquainted with him. 
'He came over,' said Mr. West, 'with Colonel Barry, 
by whom he was introduced to Lord Shelboume (af^r- 
wards Marquis of Lansdowne), and is at present [ui^te 
secretary to his Lordship.' " 
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Mr. Oalt adds, "Macleane," owiqg to an impedimeot 
ID his utterance, " never made any figure in couTersation, 
and passed with most people as a person of no particular 
attainments. But when Lord Shelbonme capie into, 
office, he w^ appointed Under Secret&i^ of Stale, find, 
subsequently nominated to a Ooyeraorship in India — 
a rapidity of promotion to a. man without &aiily or 
parliamentary interest, that can only be explained by a 
profound conviction on the part. of his patron of his 
superior talents, and perhaps also from a strong sense of 
some peculiar obligation." 

In a subsequent number of the same paper, there also 
appeared the following paragraph:-^ , 

"Sir D. Brewster proceeds in his inquiry ; Mid how- 
ever odd it may seem to have an announcement of the 
Letters of Junius by Lachlan Maoleanei rwe have no 
doubt that such a juxlapositioD will appear on the title 
page of future editions of this admirable English classic. 
We have received a long and interesting letter from 
Sir D., relating the prt^resq of his investigation, and the 
discovery of some new facts. Two articles hgve appeared 
in the Chester Gazette, in consequence of our former 
statement respiting Junius- In ^ese, we are informed 
that Macleane was a short tlnie ifi p^lioment, and 
accepted the. Chiltern Hundred? in 1771- The writer 
^ays, it is an indispensable condition that Macleane must 
have serv^ under Lord TowDsbeod, as in a letter pub- 
lished by. Junius, and inserted in Waod&U's edition, 
he says, of that nobleman and his brother, the Honour^ 
able Charles Townshend — ' I am not a straiiger to this 
par nobile fiaimm—l have served under the one, and 
Iiave been forty times promised to be served by the other.' 
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Now, the tact is, that Macleane served at Quebec under 
Lord TowDBhend, and was in the very situation lo 
receive promisee from Charles Tovnehend, as Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in 1767. There is no candidate for 
Junius to whom this last is applicable, but to Macleane; 
and it is an important step in the discoveiy. Sir D. 
Brewster has a curious letter from a lady {written in her 
96th year) of the ikmily of the Macleanes of Coll; and 
she states, that while Junius's Letters were in the course 
of publication. Secretary Macleane (the name he went by) 
was believed by his friends to be the author of them. 
Sir David has also had a communication with Sir D. 
Octerlony, who was Commander-in-Chief in India, and 
who got his Ensigncy by the interest of Macleane. 
Mr. Gait, the novelist, promises also to contribute some 
additional evidence in support of the inquiry. Thas 
new proofs are gradually accumulating, — new light is 
ponring in from varioos sonrcea, — and little appears to 
be wanting to complete the chain which will unite in- 
separably the names of Junius and Lachlan Macleane." 
Here we beg leave to remark, that the ingenious writer 
in the Inverness Courier seems to have mistaken the mean- 
ing of the passage cited from Junius, alxtnt the par nobile 
fratram. Junius is here evidently writing in his usual 
antithetical style, and contrasting the opposite relative 
situations in which he had stood towards tbe two brothers: 
"I have served under the one (that is, as a soldier), and 
have been forty times promised lo be serted by the other" — 
meaning, that the other brother had promised to serve 
Wider Junius in some subordinate and inferior ministerial 
or political office; — and not that Junins had ever ex- 
pected to receive any favour from Charles Townshend. — 
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Taken in the latter sense, the sentence is not wholly 
devoid of tbat point which it one of the chief cbaraC' 
teristicB of Junins's style — but in any other sense it is quite 
derogatory to the lofty and dignified character, which he 
uniformly, and must naturally, sastains throughout his 
Letters. 

It is much to be regretted that Sir D. Brewster and 
Mr, Gait should have wasted their valaable time in so 
hopeless an investigation ; for we verily believe, that Scot- 
land never prodoced such a parricidal monster as Junius 
must have been, if he were a native of tbat country. 

One of the most recent publications respecting Junius 
that has fallen under tbe notice of the reviewer, is a 
pamphlet which appeared in the latter end of the year 
1837, entitled, "Who was Junius?" in which the writer, 
by "notes and observations upon tbe Letters of Janius," 
endeavours to shew tbat they were written by Lord 
Chatham. After pointing out several instances of agree- 
ment in the political sentiments of Janius and his Lord- 
ship, and drawing an inference in &vour of his hypothesis 
from the way in which Junius treats Sir William Draper, 
whose friend and patron Lord Chatham was, and shewing 
that Home almott directly charges Chatham with being 
Junius, the author states — "Though in his zeal to serve 
his country. Lord Chatham, if be be Junius, might feel 
justified in writing these Letters, it was necessary to veil 
his name in impenetrable secresy, when we recollect that 
he owed all his honours, his title, and the splendour of 
bis tamily to tbat king whom he felt obliged to address 
in such painful language. And though the king ex- 
claimed withCsesar 'et tu Brute!' we can but venerate tbe 
patriot Junius." — George III. his Court and Family, i. 415. 



n,gn,-PrihyGt)0^lt' 



13$ TJtB FALSE JUNIUSES' 

" Dr. Addington asserted, 'that Lord Bats and Lard 
Chatham were the two meo the King hated most/ — 
this hatred, if Juoiub be Lord Chatham, may account 
for the disloyal and raticoroua bosdiity sbewD in these 
Letters towards his majesty. George III," 

"Though it seema ungenerous to bring down tbat 
obloquy upon the immortal Cbathun, which must attach 
to him when he is thought to be tha aothOr of this Lettef 
to hie Bovereign, in the sunshine of whose &T0urs be 
was then reposing ; yet might not anch a letter have been 
extorted from him through the zeal and einoerity of hia 
patriotism, seeing England so governed 7 Soon after 
this Letter to the King, the Dnlce of Grafton, Lord 
Chatham's political enemy, resigned." At p. 18, it is 
observed — "It ia worthy of remark how few references 
are made in the index to the name of Lord Chatham — 
there being only four. After the reference to him (Letter 
LIII.) Lord Chatham is mentioned nearly twenty times, 
but only once referred to in the index, viz. (Letter LIV.) 
Thus, if Junius be Lord Chatham, such an amission 
helps evidently to conceal Itiro, since the less that is said 
of him the better. This innocent deception in the ar< 
rangement of the index may be attributed to the honour 
of the publisher, who might know or suspect Iiord 
Chatham to be the author, and was unwilling to betray 
him by too many refereijoes," ' 

From the oonduding paragraph of this pamphlet, it 
may justly be suspected, that it was composed rather to 
serve the interest of a political party, thau wAth any hope 
of convincing the public that the Earl' of Cbtih^m was 
the author of the Letters of Janiu^. 

"Here theu," says the author, "let us a$k the ftiends 



n,gn,-PrihyGt)0^lc 



THB FALSE JUNIUaER, 1}10 

of the illostriouB Chathani, if they would reject tliis 
combination of circumstantial evidence, and deny to his 
memoiy the. proudest of its adornments? We are at 
a crisis irheti the veiy elements of our Government are 
threatened with dissolatipu. The constitutional doctrine 
of so. great a state^mftn plight tranquillize the spirits 
of misguided men, to whom the presumptuous bearing 
of these toirdiaant patriotD is as the dust in the lion's 
eyes; but who would soon see through this veil of dark- 
ness if they once believed Junius to have been the 
immortsl Chatham. Then would they strenuously exert 
themselves in defence of our ancient institutions, safe 
under the shield of one who they knew of all men to 
be the olqsest ally of liberty — her best friend, and ever 
most ready to be the guide and guardian of her votaries." 

The reader will probably think that no small degree 
of credulity is required to believe that "the. immortal 
Chatham" ever drew the following portrait of himself, 
which will be found in a letter written by Junius, under 
the si^ature of Lucius, and addressed to the Sari of 
HillshoRHigh, on the 29th August 1768:— : 

" I. think I have now named all the Cabinet, but (he 
Earl of Chatham, His infirmities have forced him into 
s retirement, where I presqme he is ready to suffer, with 
a sullen submissioD,. every insult 904 di^race that can 
be fae^>ed upon a miser^le, decrepit, warn -out old man: 
But it is impossiblehe should be so. far active, in his 
own dishonoiir, as to advise .the taking avay an employ- 
ment, given as a reward fi>r the first military success 
tiiat distinguished his entroncQ into administration. He 
is, indeed, a compound of contradictions ; twt his I>eUer 
to Sir Jeffery Amherst stands upon record, and is not 
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to be explained away. You know, my Lord, that Mr. 
Pitt therein assured Sir JeSery Amherst, that the Go- 
vemmeDt of Virginia was given him merely as a reward, 
ftod solemnlj pledged the royal &ith that fiia reeidence 
should never be required. Lost as he b, he would not 
dare to contradict this letter. If he did, it wonld be 
something more than madness. The disorder must have 
quitted hia head, and fixed itself in fats heart." 

And in a previous letter, 28th April 1767, under the 
signature of PopKcoia, Junius stigmatizes Lord Chatham, 
then Mr. Pitt, as a trutor, for having opposed Mr. 
George Grenville's Stamp Act; and denied the right of 
the Parliament of Great Britain to legislate for America ; 
and concludes his letter in the following words : "thongh 
we have no Tarpeian Rack for the immediate punish- 
ment of treason, yet we have impeachments; and a gibbet 
is not too honourable a situation for the carcass of a 
traitor." 

That Lord Chatham was not Jnniue is now certain: 
for in the correspondence of his lordship, lately pub- 
lished, will be found two letters addressed to him by 
Junius — one of which we have given at length in the 
second chapter. 

We shall now present the reader with the theory of an 
ingenious reviewer, as a specimen of the strange specu- 
lations which have been broached on the subject. 

" But if it be asked whether we have no guess, who 
Junius was, we answer— he was the hand, moved, in- 
stmcted, and guided by three heads. One of these was a 
nobleman then extremely desirous of office, and strongly 
intriguing to obtain it; the second, was a counsel Qf t^igb 
celebrity, in progress towards nobility; the third, was a 
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miHtaiy man by profeaaion, of notoriouB senatorial elo- 
quence and impetuosity. Either of these Mingl^ could' 
readily deny that he was Jtinins; and each of them, we 
believe, has been known to do bo. Their combination, 
if suspected, was incapable of proof; and in &ct, as the 
trio merely furnished themea, but did not compose the 
letters, they would have found liule difficulty in declining 
the honour, had it been chained on them conjointly. 
The soul of Junius is, as we conjecture, commemorated 
in the picture exhibited in Sir Joshua Reynolds's Gallery, 
representing Lord Shelboame of Jnnius's day, Mr. Dttn- 
nittg (Lord Ashburton), and Colonel Barri of parlia- 
mentary itime, in conference. 

"The actnal amanuensis was unquestioni^ly a man of 
expectations, in which he was disappointed ; and if the 
reader will look back to the lists of characters assumed 
by Junius, as stated by the writer of the pamphlet before 
us, he will readily discover that profession which was 
not supplied by either of the three personages we have 
mentioned. In short, as Scrub very wittily and not less 
truly observes, 'there cannot be a plot without a priest 
and a woman in it,' so we believe that the penman of 
Junins was of the clerical order (Dr. Wilmot); and as 
to the interference of a woman (Mrs. Wihnot Serres, the 
Doctor's niece), we are old enough to remember &cts 
that are traceable, if our judgment be correct, almost 
from end to end of the correspondence." 

The many ridiculous surmises which had appeared in 
print, respecting the author of the Letters of Junius, at 
last gave rise to a publication entitled — Junius, tnilh hia 
Vizor tip, which is thus noticed in the Monthly Magazine 
for May 1819:- ■ 
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"Among the lighter effasions of the preea, a' clever 
jeu d'nprit has appeared under the title of — Janiva, with 
his Vizor up, hj jSdipui Oronoko, Tobacconist and Snufi- 
seller j the object of which is to hold np to ridicule sMne 
recent publications on the supposed discovery of the 
writer of Junius's Letters. It was printed at Oxford, 
and is evidently the production of Borne juvenile Oxonian, 
who has seized a very &ir opportunity for the exercise of 
satire, and established some pretension to the title of a 
satirist. It is not quite fair to promulgate a discovery 
which faasicost Mr. Oronoko so much pains and laboar; 
bat we cannot resist the temptation of affording such a 
treat to our readers as the unvtiling and revealing to them . 
the unknown Junius, who, according to this author, 
was DO other than Subtt, the Comedian." 

Perhaps, aiier this, 'my gentle reader' may be inclined 
to adopt the opinion of Lord Byron, who declares — 
I've an hypothesis — 'tis quite my own; 

I never let it out till now, for fe&r 
Of doing people harm about the throne. 

And injuring some minister or peer, 
On whom the stigma might perhapi be Mown ; 

It is — my gentle public lend thine ear ! 
'T ia, that what Junius we are wont to caU, 
Was EEALLT, TBULT, tiobodg at all. 
Although the advocates of the different pretenders 
shew the utmost eagerness to clutch the literary laurels 
of Junius, yet it is amusing to observe with what sensi- 
tiveness all parties shrink from the in&my, which must 
necessarily attach to any man found to possess snch a 
diabolical spirit of malignity as the author of Junius has 
exhibited, — thus, a friend of Dr. Butler, the bishop of 
Hereford, in a letter to an official gentleman, saya — 



n,gn,-PrihyGt)t)'^le 



TRB FALSE JDRIUBBB. 143 

**Prom all I was ever able to leam of the Bishop's 
personal character, he was incapable of discovering or 
feeling those raneorow sentimenU, so unbecoming his 
Cbarticter as a christian, and hia station as a prelate, 
expressed towards the Dnke of Graflon, Lord North, 
Sir William Draper, and others, — more especially the 
King." 

Speaking of the claim of Mr. Burke, Mr. Batler 
observes — "Can any reason be assigned for attributing 
to Mr. Burke the peraonaJ hatred which Junius evidently 
bad fer bis late Majesty! for the Duke of Bedford? 
or for Lord Mansfield?" And when alluding to the 
•aspitnon with regard to Mr. Wilkes being the author of 
the Letters, Mr. Butler also remarks— ** Far from giving 
the least hint that he was the author of Jnnius's Letters, 
he always explicitly disclaimed it, and treated it as a 
ridiculous supposition. No one acquainted with hia 
Bijle can suspect for a moment that be was the author of 
them : the merit of bis style, was simplicity : he had 
both gaiety and strength ; but to the rancoroiu sarcasm, 
the lofiy contempt, with which Junins's Letters abound, no 
one was a greater stranger than Mr. Wilkes: to this may 
be added, the very slighting manner in which Junius 
expresses himself of Mr. Wilkea. I am willing to admit 
that if Mr. Wilkes had written Junius's Letters, be 
vonld have treated Mr. Wilkes uncivilly for the sake of 
disguising himself; but sneer, and particularly that kind 
9/ meer, which Mr. Wilkes occasionally receives trom 
Junius, you may be assured Mr. Wilkes conld never 
have used in speaking of himself." 

In perusing the foregoing account of the talse Juniuses, 
the reader cannot fail to be struck x^ith the mass of hear- 



n,gn,-PrihyGt)0^lt' 



144 THE FALSB JDHItlgBS. 

say evidence, vague conjecture, and illogical arguments, 
whicli have been collected and brought forward by the 
advocatea of the different candidates, in support of their 
favourite hypotheseB. It will also be observed, that the 
only solid foundation on which any of their pretensions 
rest, is the accidental circumstance of each claimant 
possessing a few on^ of the characteristics of Junius, 
the imagination of their sanguine advocates having sup- 
plied all the rest, whilst the ardour of their enthusiasm has 
rendered them blind to the insuperable objections which 
the internal evidence of the Letters present to the success 
of every one of the foregoing pretenders ; otherwise, we 
should not have had a host of lawyers, divines, eminent 
authors, and even Scotsmen, thrust forward as can- 
didates for the laurels of Junius. At the same time it 
may he remarked, that from the circumstances of these 
claims having been brought before the public at different 
times, and many of the writers not being aware of what 
had been previously advanced by others on the subject, 
it has happened, that the same species of insufficient 
evidence and flimsy reasoning, have been repeatedly 
brought (brward to support the claims of different can- 
didates. From the whole, therefore, it appears evident,' 
that the only way to arrive at a correct conclusion on 
this interesting subject, is to lay the whole case before 
the reader, commencing with an account of all the 
information that can be collected respecting Junius and 
his works, and then to give the substance of what has 
been adduced, either in the way of fact, or argument, in 
favour of the various candidates. Having done this 
with respect to the claims of some of the candidates for 
the honours of Junius, and after weighing their pretensions 
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in the balance and finding them wanting, the com- 
petitors for the prize are now reduced to three: namely, 
Lord George Sackville, and Sir Philip Francis (the alpha 
and omega of the suspected), and Mr. Charles Lloyd ; 
whose conflicting claims we deem worthy of a more 
minute investigation : — 

O'er all the rest, an undiBtinguiahed crew, 
Her wings of deepest shade oblmon drew. 
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la he only the Punch of the puppet ihom, to speak as he i: 
>roinpted by the Chief JuoaLER behind the curtain? 
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CHAPTER VI. 

Mr. E. H. Bvker'i inquiry into the claim of Cbarlei Uojrd to 
the Anthonhip of the Letter* of JunhiB. — Observations on 
the Publication! of Mr. Taylor, Mr. Coventry, Mr. Barker, 
and others, in support of the claims of particular indiriduali. — 
Various accounts of Charles Lloyd. — Mr. Almon's deicripdon 
of his Political Pamphlets. — Mr. R. Fellowea's remarks on 
Lloyd's claim. — The eaiUett notice of Lloyd's pretenuons. — 
Dr. Parr, the great champion for Lloyd. — His letters to 
Mr. Butier on the subject — Mr. Butier's opinion of the 

Doctor's evidence and arguments Mr. R. Fellowes's remarks 

on Dr. Parr's hypothesis. — Different accounts of the dis- 
coTeriea at Stowe — Observations therecai — Remarka on Mr. 
Barker's mode of conducting his inquiry, and on hia doctrine 
of ' the neutralization' of evidence. — Mr. R. Fellowea's final 
judgment on Lloyd's claim. 
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To laugh were irant of decency or grace, 
But to be grave exceeds all power of ftkce. 

Popt. 



Ths claim of Mr. Charles Lloyd has been advocated, 
and the general qnestaon respecting tbe authorship of the 
Letters of Junins discussed, with much critical acumen 
and diligent research, by Mr. E. H, Barker, in hie Kve 
Letters on the Author of Junius. 

It is, however, to be observed, that this work, as well 
as the prerioDs publications of Mr. Taylor and Mr. 
Coventry, have all been written with the express design 
of advocating the claims of particular individuals, and 
therefore require to be read with much caution. An 
able advocate can, with surprising dexterity, make ^ts 
and circumstances bend to his own peculiar view of a 
case. As the mountain woiild not come to Mahomet, 
the prophet very condescendingly went to the mountain; 
80 in controversies, if the theory does not square with 
the facts, the latter must even conform themselves to the 
theory. With such ample materials as the controversy 
respecting the author of the Letters of Junius affords, 
a clever advocate may construct an argument to prove 
almost anything, and even surpass the legal sage men- 
tioned by the Spectator, who assured Will Honeycomb 
that a certain lady who had robbed him of his heart by 
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paiodng her face white, might be indicted under the 
black act. 

On the other hand, Mr. Butler and Dr. Good may be 
considered the text writers on the Bubject, for they not 
only poBsessed peculiar advantages by having access to 
the original Letters of Junius, and other superior sources 
of information, but what is of more consequence, as 
regards the correctnesB and value of their conclusions^ 
they had no preeoneeieed hypothesis to tvpport, and have 
not committed themselveB by declaring in &vour of any- 
particular claimant; and therefore, the corollaries drawn 
by these gentlemen, may safely be used as tesb, for trying 
the pretensione of the numerous elaimants for the honours 
of JuniuB. The views of Mr. Butler, in particular, ca 
many importaut points are admitted to be oorreot by 
Mr. Barker. 

Of Charles Lloyd little appears to be known at the 
present day. He is said to have been a native of Ireland, 
and received his education at Westminster School. Mr. 
Barker having applied for information respecting him to 
Mr. Moysey, of Hayes in Kent, one of Lloyd's school- 
fellows, received from that gentleman a note, dated Nov. 
5th, 1827, in the following words: — "Mr. Moysey is 
very sorry he has it not in his power to satisfy Mr. 
Barker's inquiries, Mr. Charles Lloyd was his senior 
[at Westminster School] many years; their acquaintance 
vras not one of intimacy or of long duration. Since 1766, 
or thereabouts, Mr. M. knows nothing of Mr. Lloyd, 
either alive or dead. He cui only say that his temper 
was very cheerful, far removed from reserved or morose 
habits; and as to laculties, he was a man of very lively 
parts and a great deal of wit He was called by his 
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schoolfellows, DoUy Lloyd, for reasons whicb do not 
appear. He was younger brother of the Dean of Nor- 
Trich, an eminent character. But Mr. M. cannot recollect 
any of his contemporariee now snrviTing, and grieves he 
can be of no further use." 

The late Mr. Jeremy Bentbam was also applied to; 
bat all he could tell of Mr. Lloyd was, that " he remem- 
bers Charles Lloyd as a writer of political pamphlets, bat 
can give no opinion on his claims to the authorship of 
Junias, because he has never tnmed his attention to the 
enbject." 

Another of Mr. Barker's correspondents (the Rev. 
Thomas Kidd) says, in a letter Ualed Wymondham, June 
29tb, 1827: — "You are, I think, right in ascribing the 
Xictters of Junius to Mr. Charles Lloyd, private secretary 
to Mr. George Grenville, and afterwards in the same capa> 
city to Lord North. I have more than once conversed 
with a gentleman who was in the same office with Lloyd, 
and knew bim personally and well. He bad a great pre- 
dilection for chemistry, from which science Jimins has 
borrowed expressions which enrich bis style. He was 
a great oddity in his wardrobe; fond of walking in the 
streets unveiledt and generally with a pen behind his 
ear; his gait was usually hurried and rapid." 

From Almon's "Anecdotes of Eminent Persons," we 
learn that Charles Lloyd was private aeerttaty to Mr. 
George CrenvUk, during the time that gentleman was 
First Lord of the Treasury, and the author of many 
political tracts, chiefly written in vindication of that 
minister's conduct. The principal of which were "The 
Anatomy of a late Negotiation:" this related to the 
negotiation which Lord Bute brought on between the 
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Kiug and Mr. Pitt, in tbe autumn of tbe year 1763. 
" A Vindication of the Conduct of the Ministry in the 
Case of Mr. WiikoB." « A Defence of the Majority in 
the Hau§e of Commons, on the Question relating to 
General Warrants." "An Honest Man's ReaBons for 
declining to take a part in the New Administration," 
[this was the Adroistration of 1765, commonly called the 
Rockingham Administration]. "A Critical Review of 
the New Administration." " The Conduct of the late 
Administration examined, relative to the Repeal of the 
American Stamp Act." It is said that the greatest part, 
if not the whole, of this tract was dictated by Mr. Oren- 
ville himself. Mr. Burke having written a little tract, 
called " A Short Account of a late Short Administra- 
tion," Mr. Lloyd wrote an answer to it, which was 
called " A True History of a late Short Administration." 
Mr. Lloyd also wrote " An Examination of the Prin- 
ciples and boasted Disinterestedness of a late Right 
Honourable Oentleman [Mr. Pitt], in a Letter from an 
Old Man of Business to a Noble Lord:" this was written 
on the change of ministry in 1766. His last work, men- 
tioned by Mr. Alraon, is " A Word at Parting to His 
Grace the Duke of Bedford;" which was occasioned by 
His Grace's friends joining the ministry at the end of 
the year 1767, and abandoning Mr. Grenville; besides 
these, he wrote many Essays end Letters in the public 
papers, on political temporary subjects, which are now 
lost. According to Mr, Almon's account, he was in an 
ill state of health during the whole period when the 
Letters of Junius appeared, and died, af^r a lingering 
illness, on the 22d January 1773. 

Tbe above appears to be the substance of all that is 
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BOW known respecting Charles Lloyd; and his claim to 
tbe authorship of Junius's Letters seems to rest entirely^ 
upon the circumstances of his intimate connenion with 
Mr. George Grenville, and that he died about the time 
when Junius ceased to write, which Mr, Barker contends 
is a presumption in favour of his being their author — 
while Dr. Good considers this circumstance as decisive 
against Lloyd's claim — his words are (Preliminary Essay, 
p. 100), "Lloyd was on his death-bed at the date of the 
last of Junius's priyate letters ; an essay which has suffi- 
cient proof of having been written in the possession of 
full health and spirits, and which, together with the rest 
of our author's private letters to the printer of the Public 
Advertiser, is in the possession of the proprietor of this 
edition, and bears date January 19th, 1773." Lloyd 
died three days after the date of this letter. 

One of Mr. Barker's correspondents (Mr, R. Fellowes), 
whom he styles a " most eloquent, sagacious, and intelli- 
gent friend," says, in a letter dated February Ist, 1837, 
" I think you wiU find your hypothesis that Lloyd was 
Junius, encumbered with many embarrassing considera- 
tions, if not some insurmountable obstacles. Almon 
might be a very incompetent judge of Lloyd's literary 
abilities ; but as he knew him personally, and was ac- 
quainted with several of his friends and connexions, com- 
panions, he could not well err in the account which he 
has given of the state of his health, — now, if we may credit 
Almon, Lloyd's health was in a decliuing state at the 
first appearance of the Letters under the signature of 
Junius. But did not the Letters of Junius, during the 
considerable interval in which they followed each other 
in rapid succession, require the constant exercise of a 
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degree of intellectual vigourand activity, whicb is Beldom 
found in conjunction with a decay of the corporal func- 
tioDB, and a depression of the vital powers." 

It does not appear that Mr. Barker has succeeded io 
obtaining any autographs of Lloyd, to compare with the 
epecimens of Janiua's writing given by Mr. Wood&ll ; 
and as to any Bimilarily of style between Lloyd's acknow- 
ledged compositions, and the Letters of Junius, we will 
present the reader with the sentiments of Mr, Barker's 
"si^acious and intelligent friend," Mr. R. Feltowes, on 
the subject, which are contained in another letter of the 
9th July 1827 : — " I have glanced over all the pamphlets, 
and have read the two that were written by Lloyd. They 
appear to me to famish very cogent proof that he waa 
not the author of the Letters under the name of Junius. 

"In Lloyd's ' Anatomy of a late Negotiation,' printed 
in 1763, there are no indications of a superior mind, 
either in the thoughts or diction. It is the mere common- 
place of an ordinary intellect. The pamphlet entitled 
'An Examination, ele,' which was written three years 
after the former, does not exhibit any proof of a mind in 
progress, gradually enlarging its powers, multiplying ita 
stock of ideas, invigorating ita aentimente, and improv- 
ing its Blyle. If Lloyd had been a young man at the 
time these two pamphlets were written, the perusal could 
never have induced a critic to presage that he would 
ever attain to any of that force and brilliancy of style, 
that is ao visible in the composition of Junios. The 
pamphlets are flat and jejune, sterile in sentiment, and 
feeble in diction. I cannot discern the workings of a 
Btrong, or the richness of a full mind. There is no 
lusuriance that might be pruned into beauty, no expan- 
aion that might be compi-essed into force." 
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" Yon must, moreorer, reflect, tbat at the period wLen 
those pamphlets were written, Lloyd was no longer a 
young man, and he was besides ' in an infirm state of 
health,' as he himself telli us at p. 5, and which, accord- 
ing to the testimony of Almon, continued till his death." 

" The earliest mention in print," says Mr. Barker, " of 
Ziloyd's name, in connexion with Junius, occurs in the 
E«v. Sir Herbert Croft's Love aftd Madness, a story too 
true, in a series of letters, which was first published in 
1780 — it occurs in letter thirty, and ia simply this, — 
' Another slice of politics — assert boldly tbat Junius was 
written by Orenville's secretary. This is fact, notwith- 
standing what Wilkes relates of Lord Germaine's bishop 
[Dr. Butler, bishop of Hereford] : here we have asser- 
tion, without any cine to support it.' " 

Bat the principal champion in defending the claim of 
Charles Lloyd, was the late Dr. Parr, whose great name 
and authority on all literary questions, rather than any 
weight of evidence, seem to have beguiled Mr. Barker 
and many others. That the learned Doctor firmly believed 
what he so positively and peremptorily asserted, there 
can be no doubt; but when we eome to examine the 
proofs which be adduced, in support of his hypothesis, 
they appear to be extremely slight. 

In a letter written by Dr. Parr to Mr. Charles Butler, 
in the early part of the year 1822, he says: " You have 
written very sensibly about the author of Junius, and we 
must allow that the pamphlet which ascribes the book 
to Sir Philip Francis, and Brougham's critique upon it, 
contain very striking probtUiilities; but they made little 
impression on my mind, — for I, for these forty years, have 
had the firmest conviction that Junius was Mr. Lloyd, 
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brother to Philip Lloyd (dean of Norwich), and secretary 
to George Grenville. My information came from two most 
edacious observerB; and when I spoke to the second, I did 
not tell bim what I had previously heard from the first. 
One of my witnesses was Dr. Farmer, a most cnrious, 
inde&tigable, acate searcher in literary anecdote, and 
he spoke with confidence unhounded : the other was a 
witness of a yet higher order, and who opposed, and I 
think confuted, Junius upon the Middlesex election. He 
was a most wary observer, and a most incredulous man 
indeed. He had access, not to great statesmen, but to 
the officers who were about the House of Commons and 
House of Lords. He rested neither day nor night till 
he had made his diacoTery, and there lives not the human 
being upon whose judgment I could rely more firmly for 
a fact. When you and I meet, I will tell you the whole 
story. Let us pursue this subject when we meet, for all 
I shall now add upon it is, that a very sagacious gentle- 
man of Ireland, who died last year, had from other pre- 
mises worked out the same conclusions." 

In another letter from Dr. Parr to Mr. Butler, dated 
April 9th, 1822, he remarks: "Your account of Junius is 
very entertaining ; but I tell you, and peremplorily I leli 
you, that ike real Jwitiui was lecretary to George Grenv&ie, 
of whom you cannot forget, that having ceased to be 
prime minister, he was so provoked as to attend an 
angry county meeting in Buckinghamshire. The name 
of Junius was Lloyd. Lord Grenville knows the late 
Marquis of Buckingham once dropped three or four 
significant words, but I will tell you more when we meet 
in London. I go thither next week, and we must con- 
trive to meet at the house of our frieud Mr. Denman." 
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In a letter addressed to Mr. Barker by Mr. Batler, 
September 15tb, 1826, he saye: "The last time Dr. Parr 
was in town, be communicated to me the evidence and 
arguments hy which he supported his hypotheaiB, that 
Mr. Lloyd was the aathor of the Letters signed Junius. 
Thet/ appeared to me very inconchttive ; a literary gentle- 
man of the highest eminence, to whom also be commn- 
nicaled them, thought the same. / have guiu forgotten 
them." 

Mr. R. FelloweB well sustains the character which 
Mr. Barker has given him, of being " a moRt soffoeiow and 
inteUigenl friend," by the following observations on Dr. 
Parr's hypothesis (in bis letter of the Ist February 1827): 
" I have olUn heard Dr. Parr speak with great confidence 
of Charles Lloyd as the author of the Letters. Temerity 
was not usually a characteristic of the Doctor's judg- 
ment in such matters^ but in adjudicating the Letters to 
Lloyd, he never appeared to me to have examined the 
subject with bis usual caution, or to have estimated its 
probabilities, or different sides, with his accustomed im- 
pardality and discrimination. I never heard him adduce 
a more satisfactory reason for his opinion, that Charles 
Lloyd was the author of the Letters, than the change 
which he remarked in the countenance of his brother, the 
Dean of Norwich, when the Doctor distinctly avowed his 
belief, that that brother bad the merit of these contested 
compositions. There was a sadden transition in the 
Dean's countenance, from that of much complacency in 
the supposition, to that of what the Doctor supposed, very 
sensitive alarm about the consequences. If Charles 
Lloyd were the author, the Orenvilles must be the depo- 
sitories of the secret I could say something upon that 
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subject, if I did not feel that I am treading on ground 
where I am not permitted to throw any light into the 
depths of the obscuring shade." 

"During my long residence at Hatton," says Mr. 
Barker (p. 281), " I often oonTersed with Dr. Parr 
aboQt Junius; but tlie conversation was very desultory, 
frequently interrupted, and seldom brought sufficiently to 
a point. He invariably held forth Charles Lloyd as the 
author of the Letters. In this opinion he was guided 
more by pKvate circumstances than by public reasons. 
He appeared not to have taken any large view of the 
question, or to have examined with any great attention 
what was either written or said about the matter. He 
had not continually revolved bis own reasons in his 
capacious mind, as was usual with him in respect to 
controverted points; and yet he had a variety of little 
facts and circumstances, which he was at all times ready 
to produce, and by which he had satisfied his own mind, 
and thus pe'remptorily precladed the exercise of that 
great understanding and those powers of discrimination 
which he so triumphantly employed on many other occa- 
sions. He had read Mr. Taylor's book, Mr. Brougham's 
critique on it, and the observadons in Mr. Boiler's 
Reminiscences i but I doubt whether he had seen any of 
the numerous pamphlets on the question. He had not 
met with any of Lloyd's compositions, and therefore he 
drew no arguments favourable to his hypothesis from a 
comparison of style. If he had read any of his com- 
positions, he would have found good reason to change 
his opinion. Dr. Parr was personally acquainted with 
Charles Lloyd. He described him to be a most unhappy, 
fretful man, accustomed to look on the dark side of 



n,gn,-PrihyGt)0^lc 



MR. CHARLKS LLOVD. 1S9 

every thing. This account was probably correct, but does 
not agree with the testimony of Mr. Moysey, though 
the hitter speaks only of Lloyd as a youth, when his 
disposition might have been very different." 

Having thus examined all that can be collected respect- 
ing Dr. Parr's communications on the subject of Lloyd 
being Junius, the result appears to be, that we must 
either subscribe to Mr. Fellowes's inference, "that the 
Doctor had never examined the subject with his usual 
caution," or else come to the conclusion, that he was not 
a very competent judge of the rti^ of ciTcamatantM 
evidence, by which the question of " who was the author 
of the Letters of Junius," must (if ever) be decided. 
Had this been a question respecting the literary merits 
of the Letters only, the world might have been satisfied 
with the Doctor's mere dictum, without inquiring about, 
or scmtinizlog his reasons; but as the real question 
depends upon the gvfficieticy and value of evidence, there 
can be no doubt that the Doctor's opinion on such a 
subject is entitled to much less consideration, and is 
vastly inferior in authority to that of Mr. Butler, by 
whom the Doctor's " evidence and arguments" were 
considered so utterly worthless, as to be soon "quite 



We shall now proceed to notice the wonderful dis- 
coveries which are said to have been made at Stowe, and 
supposed to favour the claims of Charles Lloyd. 

The earliest notice of this discovery appeared in a 
magazine for October 1827, entitled, " The Inspector." 
In an article beginning, " August 27 — the murder's out, 
Junius is at last discovered, and strange to say, never 
once scented. The simple history of the discovery is, 
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that some six weeks ago, as Lord Nugent and His Grace 
of Buckingham were private paper busting in the Stowe 
librarj, ihey lit upon a parcel etadioasly concealed in a 
to them unknown recess. The parcel contained three 
letters: one from Junius, under hia fictitious signature, 
another to Geoi^e GrenTille, asking for legal advice as 
to the risk of publishing the Letter to the King with the 
real name, and a third inclosing Jnnius's letter to Lord 
Mansfield* with the author's initials. References are 
made in the last to a letter from Geoi^ Grenville to the 
author. The Duke went off post-haste to Dropmore 
with the parcel. Lord Grenville at once recognised il, and 
declared his intention of providing for the pubUciti/ of the 
documenU after his death, hut not till then. At his request, 
the Duke and Lord Nugent have pledged themselves to 
silence till that event shall have taken place; and thus I, 
and all others interested in the matter, are forced to stifle 
our curiosity as well as we can." 

"This information," says Mr. Barker (p. 313), "so 
positively given, and professedly derived from the autho- 
rity of Lord Nugent, is by no means correct, as the reader 
will see by referring to a statement, which the kindness 
of a friend will enable me to employ in the preface to this 
volume. The ' statement referred to is as follows: — 
'London, March 22d, 1828. Allow me to make the 
following assertions, that your readers may not be misled 
by a document which has evidently been &bricated to 
gain the magazine some notoriety. 1. I can assure you, 
from the best authority, and I have every reason to 
believe it, that Lord Nugent and the Duke of Backing- 
ham never lit upon a parcel concealed in an unknown 
recess. 2. That they found no letter to George Gren- 
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ville from Juniua, aeking for legal advice aa to the nek 
of publishing the Letter to the King with the real name. 
3. That there was no letter inclosing Junius's letter to 
Lord Mansfield, with the author's initials. 4. That the 
Duke of Buckingham never went to Dropmore with any 
such parcel. 5. That Lord Grenville never declared his 
intention of providing for the publicity of such documents 
after his decease. 6. That the Duke of Buckingham 
and Lord Nugent never pledged themaelves to silence 
Nntil Lord Grenville'a decease. 7. That Lord Grenville, 
at his advanced age, is totally uninterested in the sDhject, 
and never makes it the theme of conversation or research. 
8. That Lord Nugent never considered himself justified 
in conversing with his uncle on the subject, knowing 
that it was one which afforded him no interest 9. That 
the clamt of Charles Lloyd (independently of his going 
abroad after the decease of George Grenville) are loo 
vagw to jttMify even a atupicion that he teas in any manner 
concerned in the piAUcation of the Letters. 10. That most 
men ent^lain opinions of their own upon this mysterious 
subject, and it is highly probable that Lord Nugent may 
suspect some individual, whose name has hitherto been 
withheld from the public, but of such suspicion he has 
no positive evidence. 

" I have now given a fijll reply to the paragraph in 
the Inspector, end I pledge my word that I have advanced 
nothing but what I have it in my power fully to substan- 
tiate. You are at liberty, therefore, to prefix it to your 
forthcoming .publication." 

On the subject of the supposed discovery at Stowe, 
Mr. Barker gives the two following estracta from letters 
addressed to him by friends. 
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" Ziondon, January 2dth, 1828. Thin -very day a friend, 
who is very intimate with the Dnke of Buckingham, 
informed me, that a short time before the Dnke went 
abroad, be wrote to him thus: — 'What will yon give me 
if I tell yon who was the author of Janins ? I know it, 
but the lecret mutt be kept some time longer.' I understand 
the Duke found some family papers, by which he is no 
doubt in full possession of the secret" 

"January 16th, 1828. I have, however, some infor- 
mation for you relative to the Grenvilles, to which family 
Junius and Lloyd seem to have leaned in their political 
attachment and writings. 1 was informed some time ago, 
that the Duke of Buckingham bad, from certain docu- 
ments found in bis archives, discovered who really was 
the author of the Letters of Junius. Not having the 
honour of his Gruce's acquaintance, I wrote to a friend, 
who had been in the habit of spending a considerable por- 
tion of his time at Stowe, to let me know whedier he had 
heard anything upon the subject during his stay there, 
and whether the Duke was inclined to make public the 
documents. In answer, he informed me that be had 
heard his Grace express himself to the effect of knowing 
who Junius was, and that his name was not among those 
who had ever been suspected. My friend was not inclined 
to trespass further upon his Grace's communicativenesB, 
He was privileged to eat hia mutton, drink his claret, 
and ride his horses; but, although a man of respectable 
rank, not authoriBed to question his nohle host upon such 
matters. What his Grace's documents or. suppositions 
are, 1 therefore know not, whether worth anything or 
nothing," 

Mr. Barker has not favoured us with the names of bis 
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correspondents, aod therefore we have no meauB of judg- 
ing of the value of their testimony. 

" From these authentic etatements," a&ja Mr. Barker, 
" it is evident, that though the Stowe discovery is not so 
important as the writer in the Inspector represenls, it is 
of so much importance, that the Duke of Backiagham eon- 
siden himtelf to have delected the name of the teriter; and 
the reader vrill remark, that in the statement which com- 
ments on the article extracted from the Inspector, there 
is no attempt to deny the fact of the discovery, or even 
its real importance, but the denial goes no farther than to 
contradict the reported extent of the discovery." 

It will be observed, that this boasted discovery neither 
advances the claim of Lloyd, nor any of the other sus- 
pected persons, but rather tends to mystify the matter 
more than ever, as it is pretended that the name of the 
real author wot not among those who had ever been suspected. 
The various accounts of the Stowe discovery, if 
critically examined, vrill be found so vague and contra- 
dictory, and based on such suspicions and dubious autho- 
rity, as to render it very questionable whether there be 
ang trvth in the story ; or admitting it to be not altogether 
fictitioDS, the reader finds himself placed in the same 
dilemma as Br. Johnson, when he was told that he 
might conscientiously believe half of some marvellous 
narrative which was related to him : " Perhaps so," 
replied the Doctor, " but how am I to know uhich half 
to believe?" Not one of the anonymous reporters pretend 
to adduce more than hearsay evidence in support of their 
different tales. Some of them would have it believed, 
that their information was derived from conversations 
held with His Grace of Buckingham or lord Nugent; 
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white others, for aught that appears, may have picked up 
their intelligence in his Grace's stables, or his Lordship's 
kitchen; and thus the real foundation, so far as evidence ia 
coneerned, on which the pretended discovery rests, seems 
to be little more substantial than the shadow of a shade : 
besides, if there be any one particular in which the 
different accounts agree, it is in the assarance that the 
secret would be divulged at the decease of Lord Grenville 
and the I>iike of Buckingham, yet both these noblemen, 
like Sir Philip Francis, have since died without making 
the eispected sign. 

All the investigators of this subj ect, except Mr. Barker, 
appear to have taken it for granted, that the incidental 
asseverations of Junius respecting himself, which are to 
be found in hie Letters, constituted evidence of consider- 
able value, and afforded important clues in tracing the 
author. This opinion seems founded on human nature; 
for as falsehood is the distinguishing vice of little and 
mean minds, and Junius is admitted to have been a man 
of haughty spirit and elevated sentiments, it was con- 
cluded that he would not be guilty of advancing voluntary 
and unnecessary falsehoods. "The pride of genius," 
says Dr. Gregory, in his Life of Chatterton, " will 
seldom descend to the most contemptible of vices — &Is&- 
hood." 

It was also generally thought to be morally impossible 
for any person to have carried on such an extensive and 
protracted correspondence as that of Junius, and not to 
have let out incidentally and unconsciously (especially in 
the private and confidential letters and notes to Woodfall 
and Wilkes) many little particulars indicative of the 
writer's personal habits and station in society; and it was 
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from these minute and refined clues, that Mr. Butler and 
Dr. Good drew their valuable, and we believe jtut con- 
dueions respecting the characteristicB of Junius. 

In addition to the objections already urged against the 
«laim of Llofd, Mr. Butler observes: " His advocates 
have,, however, to encounter the explicit declaration of 
Junius — ' I have not the honour of being personally 
known to Mr. Grenville.'" This, and other declarations 
contained in the Letters of Junius, beii^ fatal to the 
claim of Llojd, Mr. Barker is driven to the necessity of 
contending, that little or no dependence ie to be placed 
on -what Junius relates about himself; and answers Mr, 
Butler's objection by saying: "Now Lloyd was private 
secretary of George OrenvUle, and must be supposed to 
have the private attachment to him which was so evidently 
felt by Junius; and I have already shewn that Junius's 
denial of a personal knowledge of George Grenville is 
entitled to no more credit than Peter's denial of Christ." 

Again, it cannot be shewn that the handwriting of 
Lloyd bears any resemblance to any of the autographs 
of Junius, published by Mr. Woodfall, and therefore 
Mr. Barker depreciates the value of evidence tending to 
establish this point. At p. 138, he says — " In the same 
way the argument about the identity of Junius and Sir 
Philip Francis, in respect to handwriting, is valueless, 
because the handwriting of Lord Geoi^e Sackville has 
been brought forward as identified with the handwriting 
of Junius. Thus the one argument neutralises the other,- 
and the reasoning would have weight in respect to either 
Sir Philip or his Lordship, only in case that no other 
handwriting were set up as the writing of Junius. — 
Hence I regard the eriterion as false or insecure, and 
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therefore I b&ve avoided making any use of the argn- 
ment." 

Mr. Barker no doubt considered thia a very logical 
mode of killing two birds, of very ill omen to the claim 
of Lloyd, hj one shot; but to ehew the fallacy of his 
reasoning, we beg leave to put the following case : — Let 
US suppose a discharge of fire-arms is heard in a preserve 
at midnight, and the keepers sallying forth, apprehend 
two poachers with recently discharged fowling-pieces, as 
they issued from opposite parts of the preserve, in which 
another keeper is discovered slain by a single gnn-shot 
wound. Upon the two men being brought before a 
magistrate, on suspicion of the mnrder; if Mr. Barker 
were allowed to be their advocate, he would probably 
address his Worship in the following terms: — "A.s it ia 
evident the deceased received the fatal wound from the 
contents of a nngle gitn, I submit that the prisoners must 
be discharged ; for although I admit that if only one nan 
had been apprehended under the same circumstances, 
there would have been strong grounds of suspicion 
against him, yet, Inasmuch as there are two individuaU 
gainst whom the grounds of suspicion are egnallg strong, 
I contend that the evidence is neutralized, and they must 
both be presumed innocent." To snch an address, we ap- 
prebend that even Squire Weston would have shaken his 
head with all the gravity of Lord Burleigh, and replied, 
" I think the presumption is the other way, and it may 
probably turn out that both the accused are equally 
guilty — one by firing the fatal shot, and the other by 
aiding and abetting bis companion." 

The true doctrine of the neutraUeaiion of evidence is 
stated by Mr, Butler, when he says, with respect to the 
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claim of Sir Philip Francis, " Such, in our opinion, is 
the state of the question: all external evidence ie in 
favoRF of Sir Philip ; all internal evidence is against him. 
Thus the argument on each side neulralizea the arga- 
ment on the other; and the pretension of Sir Philip 
vanishes;" — this is an intelligible statement, and agrees 
with the roles of circumstantial evidence, which require 
the external and internal evidence to be consistent and 
complete, otherwise the proof is defective. But how the 
circnmstance of proving that two individuals possessed 
one or more of the characteristics of Junius, should dis- 
qualify both from claiming the authorship, and at the 
same time advance the claim of another person, who is 
totally destitute of such characteristics, appears incom- 
prehensible. 

Dr. Parr, and his followers, were nnquestionably men 
of great classical learning; but Mr. Butler was, more- 
over, ^profound lawyer, which is sufficient to account for 
his decided superiority in discussing questions of evidence. 

All the writers on the authorship of Junius seem to 
have been struck with astonishment at the mahgnity 
displayed in the Letters towards certain exalted indi- 
viduals; and few of them have expressed their sentiments 
on the subject with more force or eloquence than Mr, 
Barker. In allnding to the suspicion against Bnrke, he 
remarks (p. 134) — "Even in what Burke himself says 
about Junius, there is a most unsuspicious testimony to 
confirm the opinion which I have been delivering, that 
Bnrke was too generous spirited to write the Letters. 
' It was the rancour and venom with which I was struck,' 
says he. This rancour and venom, Bnrke never had; 
and HO man who poitetaed them not, could have leritten 
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Juniuf . Burke had not the deliberate, resolute, desperate, 
merciless, and ceaseless malignity of that formidable 
writer; he vaa not the wild boar of the forest — he 
was not the bloodlhirety bird of prey — he was not the 
public executioner, whose day was spent in leisurely 
marking the victims for the night — he was not the evil 
demon, secretly iiiTading the repose of greatness, and 
shaking the throne of power; and, like reckless death, 
'triumphing, not only in the extent of his conquests, 
but in the richness of his spoils' — he had not the pro- 
perty of the tiger, to crouch peaceably in the covert, and 
yet spring with deadly aim on all who came within reach 
of his paw — he was not accostomed 'to employ the 
secresy of a Venetian tribunal, or to strike with the 
certainty of the Holy Inquisition.' — I therefore contend, 
that till it can be proved that Barke was not in private 
life the benevolent character which I have described, and 
that he was the malu/naat being in private life which we 
trace in the Letters of Junius, we cannot, with any pro- 
priety, consider Burke to be the writer of them," 

After this, we should naturally conclude that Mr, 
Barker would endeavour to prove that Lloyd wat the 
maUgnant being whom we trace in the Letters of Junius, 
or that he had, at least, some probable came of enmity 
against the numerous exalted personages maligned by 
Junius; but he makes no such attempt. 

When Mr, R, Fellowes first heard of Mr. Barker's 
intention to advocate the claim of Lloyd, he congrata- 
lated hira, in a letter dated March 7th, 1827, in the 
following terms: "I hope you will prove the true (Edipus, 
and solve the riddle that has puzzled so many meu of 
brains and no brains, so many wits and witlings, for more 
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Mr. Barker could ui^ in Lloyd's favour, he closed the 
correspondence with the following letter: 

Mt DiAK SiB, August 16tA, 1827. 

I return the four volumes of tracts you io obligingly sent for 
my perusal. I am now more than ever perplexed about the 
authorship of Junius. I cannot even hazard a guess upon the 
subject. I am indeed perplexed in what seems an inextricable 
labyrinth. / am commced that neither Lloyd nor WhiUely atre 
the aulhori of these far-famed txmposUioni. If the Letters were 
concocted in the cabinet of the GrenTilles, they might have been 
in a greater or lees degree auxiliaries; but two or three Bubordi- 
nate uuderatandinga cannot make one master mind. In intel- 
lectual operations, numbers do not constitute strength. There 
may be numerous Forces in the field, but it is one presiding mind 
that marshals the host and gains the victory. Junius might have 
subalterns to assist, but he was alone and unrivalled in the execution. 
He is, however, still Uke the Man in the Iron Mask, a problem 
that has employed the wits of more than half a century in the 
solution. If Lloyd alone, or Lloyd and Whately, were in any 
degree accessories to the work. It must he remembered that they 
both died too early to make it prudent or safe for them to disclose 
what they knew. If the Grenvilles were in the secret, they had 
very momentous reasons to prevent them from divulging it during 
the last reign. Even at present they may feel a repugnance in 
having it known that they, in the person of their ancestor, if I 
may so speak, were accomplices in laying bare to the vulgar 
scorn the hypocritical interior of sceptred majesty, and in teach- 
ing the multitude to think and to apeak contemptuously of kings. 



Such heing the final sentence passed on the claim of 
Charles Lloyd, by Mr. Barker's " eloquent, sagacious, 
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aad intelligent friend" Mr, R. Fellowes, we have only to 
express oar admiration of that gentleman's discriminadng 
judgment in the words of Gratiaoo : 

A Daniel, adU say I; a second Daniel! 

I thank thee, Jew, for teaching me that word. 
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Sir Nathaniel Wraxoll u eonTinced Out Sir Philip Francis was 
the anthor of Junius. I do not yet believe it He was too vain a 
man to let the aecret die vith bim. 

Sir Egarton Brydgti' Notet on Wraxaltt Menrnrt. 

I persist in thinking that neither Mr. Bnrke, nor Sir Philip 
Francis, was the author of the Letters under the signature of 
Junius. I think the mind of the first ao superior, and the mind 
of the latter so inferior, to that of Junius, at to put the Buppontion 
that either of them was Junius, wholly out of the question, 

JIfr. CAarla ButUr'i Letter to Mr. E.H. Barker, lith Jme 1828. 

We miut all grant that a strong case has been made out for 
Francis ; but I could set up very stout objectionB to those claims. 
It was not in his nature to keep a secret He would have told^it 
from vanity, or from his courage, or from his patriotiam. His 
bittemeis, hia vivacity, hia acutenesa, are stamped in characters 
very peculiar upon many publicadons that bear his name; and 
very faint indeed ia their reaemblance to the spirit, and in an 
extended sen«e of the word, to the style, of Junius. 

Dr. Parr. 
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CHAPTER VII. 

Mr. John Taylor's PublicationB in suppoit of Sir Philip Francia'a 
clum. — Sir Philip'a Letter to the Editor of the Monthly 
Magamne on the aubject— The juatnew of Sir Philip's clium 
admitted by Atticus Secundus. — Mr. Butler's remarks on 
Mr. Taylor's PublicationB. — Different opinion expressed in 
the Edinburgh Review. — Sketch of the Life of Sir Philip 
Francis. — His deficiencies in the most important Character- 
isdcB of Juniui pointed out, — The Edinburgh Reviewer's 
Statement of the Case on behalf of Sir Philip. — The sinu- 
laritf of style between the Letters of Junius, and the Writings 
of Su: Phihp, shewn only to prove that Sir Philip was a 
successful imitator of the s^^le of Junius. — Many remarkable 
instances of successful imitation ^ven. — Ireland's Sbak- 
speare Papers. — Rowley's Poems. — The Poems of Ossian. — 
George Psalmanazar's Impostures. — Several other parti- 
culars and coincidents stated by the Reviewer to prove that 
Sic Philip was the author of the Letters of Junius. — Answered 
by Mr. Barker. — Sir Philip Francis dies and "makes no 
taga " of his being Junius. — The opinions of Dr. Parr and 
Mr. Charles Butier on his cldm, and on the Review in his 
tavour. — The sentiments of a Writer in the North American 
Review on the subject stated. — Conclu^g rematks by 
Mr. E. H. Barker, and the opinion of Sb Walter Scott on 
Sir PliiUp's claim. 
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I fear, tliou art another counterfeit ; 

And yet, in faith, thou bear'st thee like a king. 

Shakipear: 



SiR Philip Fbakcib was one of those fortnnate iodiTi- 
dnala wbo have had "honour thrust upon them," for not 
the slightest suspicion aeems to have been entertained 
of his identity with Jnnins, or of hie having had any 
connexion with that writer, previously to the year 1813 : 
when hie pretensions were placed before the world, with 
much plausibility of statement and force of argument, in 
a clever pamphlet written by Mr. John Taylor, entitled, 
" ji Discovery of the Author of the Letters of Junius, founded 
on such Evidence and Illustrations, as explain all the myste- 
rious circumstances and apparent contradictions tthich have 
contributed to the concealment of this most important secret 
of our times." And in 1816, he pat forth an improved 
statement, entitled, " The Identity of Junius with a Distin- 
guished Living Character eslahUshed; mith a Supplement, 
consisting of fae-similas of Handteriting, and other Illustra- 
tions." 

In an article on the first pamphlet, inserted in the 
" Monthly Magazine," for July 1813, the Editor says: — 
" We confess we were at first startled by this hypothesis, 
from its temerity ; because if not true, Sir Philip Francis 
would be able by a word to disprove it, and it could not 
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be Bupposed that bo much labonr and expense vonld be 
hazarded, except on indubitable grounds. To be able, 
therefore, to renfler this article as concluBive as poeBible, 
we addreBBed Sir Philip Francis on the subject, in the 
way the least likely to render the inquiry oSensive; and 
in reply, received the following epistle, which we insert 
at length, injustice to Sir Philip and the public : 

"Sir, 

" The great civility of your letter, inducei me to antwer it, 
which with reference merely to its subject matter, I should have 
declined. Whether you will asnat iu giving currency to a lillg 
malignant faitthood, is a queetion for your own diacretiou. Tome, 
it is a matter of perfect indifference. 

" I am. Sir, youre, etc. 

"P, Fbahcis." 
" To the EdUor of the MoBthly Magaxine." 

On receiving the above letter from Sir Philip, in 
which the report is treated as a siUy malignant falsehood, 
Sir Richard Phillips, the editor of the magazine, imme- 
diately abandoned any further inquiry on the subject, 
perceiving the theory to be built upon an erroneons 
foundation; "and it wonld have been well," observes 
Mr. Coventry, " for the reputation of other literary 
critics, had they followed so wise an example." 

This, however, was not the case; for notwithstanding 
the tenor of Sir Philip's letter, there are still persons who 
insist that he was the true Simon Pure — the veritable 
Junius — his letter, they say, is unsatisfactory andevasive, 
and signifies anything or nothing. This may t>e all very 
true, for we pretend not to fathom the meaning of so 
profound a writer as Sir Philip ; though Vfe cannot help 
entertaining our own suspicions, that it signifies any- 
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thing but a recognitioD, Ot adoption, of th^ imputed 
authorship. 

That respectable connnentator Atticus Secundua seems 
quite positive that Sir Philip, and no one else, was 
Junius, for he declares expressly: — *' though Sir Philip 
Francis has since died without 'ma^ng any sign ' as to 
his being the author, and even amidst some indirect 
attempts on hia part to decline the honour, the suspicion 
which has been awakened has lost nothing of its force, 
and we may even venture to assert, has been every day 
advancing towards complete conviction. The author of 
this dissertation has no hesitation whatever in espressing 
his own belief, because it is perfect, and because he thinks 
himself to possess advaotages for the decision of the 
question, which can have belonged in the same degree 
to but a few. In the course of preparing this new edition 
of the Letters, he has been led to analyze the style of 
Junius with a care which only such a task would lead 
any individual to bestow. The manner of Junius has 
thus become to him like the voice of an intimate friendj 
he has become acquainted, not merely with his peculiar 
tone, but with bis very mode of thinking and of arranging 
his thoughts; and having, with these advantages, com- 
pared the style of the late Sir Philip Francis with that 
of the Letters, he ventures to annonnce his perfect con- 
fidence in the identity of these two characters ; and would 
muntain that confidence, upon ihi» similarity of style alone; 
although there were not that host of corroborating cir- 
cnmstances which renders the evidence npon this point, 
perhaps the most complete that ever was advanced on 
any subject of the same kind." 

If after this it should be found that the sagacity of 
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Atticos Secandns has been at Utalt, surely it may be eaid 
from henceforth, 'Let not the wise man gloiy in his 



Mr. Taylor's publications are spoken of by Mr. Charles 
Butler in the following terms: — 

" The external evidence produced in the pamphlets in 
favour of Sir Philip Francis, is very atrong: — so atroi^, 
perhaps, that if he had been tried upon it for a libel; and 
the case had rested npon the facts, from which this 
evidence is formed, the judge would have directed the 
jury to find him guilty. But the internal evidence against 
bim, from the inequality of his acknowledged writings, 
is also very etrong: if the able author of the Article 
" Junius" in the Edinburgh Review, had not professed 
a difTerent opinion, the present writer would have pro- 
nounced it decisive." — Remin. i. 93. 

The " different opinion" given by the able author in the 
Edinburgh Review, who is said to he Mr. Brougham, is 
as follows: — "Sir Philip Francis had never, as far as 
we know, been suspected. The book is written in a way 
abundantly creditable to the author. It contains every 
thing necessary for determining the question, and is 
written without affectation. That it proves Sir Philip 
Francis to be Junius, we will not affirm; but this we 
can safely assert, that it accumulates snch a mass of cir- 
cumstantial evidence, as renders it extremely difficult to 
believe he is not; and that, if so many coincidences shall 
be found to have misled us in this case, our fkiitt in all 
conclusions drawn firom the proofs of a similar kind may 
henceforth be shaken." 

In order fully to understand the claim of Sir Philip 
Francis, it may be proper to give here a shoil sketch of 
his life. 
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Philip Francis was bom in Dublin, on the S2d of 
October 1740. His father, the Rev. Philip Francis, was 
the well-known translator of Horace and DemostheneB. 
YouDg Philip received the firet elementa of bis edncation 
in Dublin. At the age ofien, he came to England, and 
was placed at St. Paul's School, under the care of Mr, 
George Thicknesse, of whose learning and attention to 
himself fae all bis life spoke with respect. When he bad 
reached his sixteenth year, be was placed by Mr. Henry 
Fox, afterwards Lord Holland, in whose femily his 
&ther had been tutor, in a small office in the Secretary 
of State's chambers. Mr. Pitt, who succeeded Mr. Fox, 
patronized and encouraged him; and it has even been 
asserted, that young Francis frequently officiated as 
amanuensis to Mr. Pitt. 

Through the patronage of this great statesman be was 
made secretary to General Biigh in 1758, was present 
at the capture and demolition of Cherbui^h, and at the 
attack on the rear-guard of our army at St. Cas. In 
1760, he was appointed secretary to the Earl of Kinnoul, 
when that nobleman went as ambassador to Lisbon. In 
1763, Welbore Ellis, secretary at war, appointed him 
to a considerable post in the War Office, which be 
continued to bold from that period till the year 1772, 
that is to say, during the time in which the Letters of 
Junius appeared, and from which he was discharged by 
Lord Harrington. He spent most of the year 1772 
in travelling through Flanders, part of Gennany, the 
Tyrol, Italy, and France, with his intimate friend 
David Godfrey. During bis residence at Rome, be waa 
honoured with a conference of two hours by the Pope. 
In about half-a-year after his. return to England, the 
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■ame Lord Barrington, who had occasioned his retreat 
irom the War Office, warmlj reconiineiided him to Lord 
North, by whom his name vas inserted in an Act of 
Parliament, passed in Jane 1773, to be a member of the 
council appointed for the gorernment of Bengal: the 
other commiasionen being — ^Warren Hastings, governor- 
general; John Clarering, commander-in-chief; Oeoi^ 
Monson, and Richard Harwell. Daring most of the 
time he spent in India, he was eng^ed, to nee bis own 
iTords, "in perpetual contest with Mr. Hastings;" and 
in consequence of some severe charges made against him 
by that gentleman, Mr. Francis challenged bim, and 
was himself shot through the body. He left Bengal in 
December 1780, about four months after the duel, passed 
five months in St. Helena, and arrived in England in 
October 1781. On the dissolution of parliament in 1784, 
he was elected for Yarmouth in the Isle of Wight^ and 
took an active part in the proceedings preparatory to the 
impeachment of Mr. Hastings. There was, however, a 
strong impreasion, that this conducttowards a person with 
whom he had so loag lived in enmity, and against whom 
he had an avowed ill-will, was not becoming; and accord- 
ingly, when Mr. Francis was proposed, first as a member 
of a committee for considering the charges against Mr. 
Hastings, and afterwards as one of the manners of the 
impeachment, his nomination was negatived by great 
majorities. 

When the French revolution occurred, he founded 
the society which then made so much ncdse, called "The 
Friends of the People;" and had as his associates, 
Mr, Fox, Mr. Tiemey, Mr. Grey, and many other dis- 
tinguished members of the opposition. In 1792, he 
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sapported Mr. Fox in all bis attempts to preTcnt the 
interference of this country in the affairs of France; and 
was nniversally considered as one of the warmest friends 
of the views of opposition. He was tbrooghout bis 
whole life a most zealous and disinterested snpporter of 
the abolition of the slave trade, and distinguished himself 
by many powerful and brilliant displays of eloquence in 
&Tonr of that measure. In 1796, he stood for Tewkes- 
bury, but lost his election, and from that time he con- 
tinaed during six years without a seat in parliament. In 
1603, he was nominated for Appleby, and sat for that 
place daring several subseqaent parliaments. 

On the death of Earl Comwallis, some thoughts were 
entertained of sending Mr. Francis to India, as governor'- 
general. That appointment, however, never took place. 
But as something seemed due to him, he was invested, 
at the recommendation of Lord Orenville, with the 
insignia of the Bath, in October 1806. 

In June 1817, he unexpectedly appeared at a meeting 
of the freeholders of Middlesex, and moved a petition 
to the House of Commons against the suspension of 
the Habeas Corpus, prefacing his motion by a brilliant 
speech. Soon after this, he experienced a long and 
severe illnesa. His malady was a disease in the prostate 
gland, which occasioned him great pain, — and as his 
constitution bad always been irritable, bis latter days 
were full of trouble. He expired at his bouse in St. 
James's Square, on the 22d Becember 1818, in the 
seventy-ninth year of bis age. 

Sir Pliilip was twice married. By bis first wile he 
left a s<Hi, Philip Francis, Esq., who was called to the 
bar, and two daughters, both of whom were married. 
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He himself married a second time after he had become 
a septaagenerian. The name of the lady was Miss 
Watkias, the daughter of a clei^man. 

The foregoing narrative contains an account of the 
principal iucidents in the life of a man, whose identity 
with Junius was at one time considered by many persona 
to have been satisfactorily established; although we find 
it expressly declared, by the highest authorities, that it ia 
in vain to bring forward any claimant for the honours of 
Junius, who cannot produce conjointly certain character- 
istics, the principal of which are, that he must be — " Aa 
Englishman of high rank; in confidential intercourse, if 
not with difierent members of the cabinet, with politiciaiis 
who were intimately familiar with the court, and entrusted 
with ALL Hi ieerets. That he must also be of mature 
age, and independent fortune, and have ^pertonal hatred 
gainst the King, the Dukes of Bedford and Grafton, 
Lord Mansfield, etc." Now it does appear somewhat 
startling to find an individual put forward as answering 
this description, whom we discover to be, an Irish clerk 
in the War Office, under twenty-seven years of age, with 
an income not exceeding 400(. per annum, and whose 
hatred is not pretended to extend higher than to Lord 
Barrington, and such small deer as Tony Shammy, a 
little gambling broker, who had supplanted his friend 
Mr. D'Oyly in his clerkship, and Tommy Bradshaw the 
cream-coloured Mercury! 

It will undoubtedly require strong evidence to rebut 
this simple statement; — let us therefore see what one of 
the ablest of Sir Philip's advocates, the writer In the 
Edinburgh Review, has to ui^e in his behalf. The case 
is opened by the Reviewer in the following manner: — 
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" To the greater number of readers, the first question 
that presents itself is, whether Sir Philip Francis has 
ever shewn the eminent talents displayed in Junius's 
Letters? However high his reputatioB maybe in the 
political world, there is no one avowed production of his 
which has attracted much popular, or permanent notice, 
or is at present familiar to the public recollection; and 
he has therefore shared the fate of many able men whose 
time has been devoted to the business of the world, and 
whose labour, chiefly bestowed upon subjects connected 
with their pursuits, has left no lasting monuments of 
their skill in composition. So it has fared with Sir 
Philip Francis. His contemporaries well knew him to 
be one of the best writers of the ^e; hut his writings 
consisted chiefly of minutes, protests, speeches, and 
pamphlets, which haye long since ceased to interest the 
world at large, and are only known to political men, or 
curious inqnirers into the details of modem history. 
We shall therefore begin the ai^ument by presenting a 
few specimens of bis composition, sufficient to justify the 
assertion, that the author of Junius, whoever he may he, 
was not a person of greater talents than Sir Philip 
Francis. The proof drawn from similarity of expres- 
sions will be further strengthened in the sequel by par- 
ticular instances. A.11 that we desire the reader, in this 
stage of the discussion, to consider, is the general ability 
displayed in the composition. We take all the examples 
irom his speeches, carefully written and published by 
himself. These, though extracted from speeches, are really 
specimens of Sir Philip Francis's manner of writing; 
since they were all printed from his own manuscript. 
We shall add, however, one passage from a letter, or 
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ducourse, sent, like those of Janins, to a public paper, 
and BubBcribed by his own name. It is dated so late as 
1611, and relates to the great qaestioD of restriction on 
the Regent^, then in contemplation. The author waa 
then iar advanced in years; — bat the reader, we think, 
will be of opinion, that, both in spirit and s^le, it bears 
a more striking resemblance to the papers written by 
Junius forty years before, than anything else that could 
be referred to during that long period." 

The Reviewer then gives extracts from various speeches, 
and a letter of Sir Philip Francis ; all written long afier 
the appearance of the Letters of Junius, and adds: — 
" Now we humbly conceive, that the most careless reader 
must be struck, not only with the general ability and 
eloquence of all these passages, but with their extra- 
ordinary coincidence with the Letters of Junius, in all 
their most remarkable characteristics. The boldness, 
and even the fierceness of the tone— the studied force and 
enei^ of the diction — the pointed epigiaimnatic cast of 
the style — the concise and frequent metaphors — and the 
mixture of the language of business and af&irs with a 
certain scholastic elegance and elaborate sarcasm." 

Admitting, as we do, the fact of the similarity of style 
between these extracts and the writings of Junius, but 
denying the justness of the inference which has been 
drawn from the premises, it is not essential to the argu- 
ment, that we should encumber onr pages with the 
Reviewer's long quotadons. We contend, that the extracts 
which he has given, are inadmiatibU (U evidence, to prove 
that Sir Philip Francis was the author of the Letters of 
Junius. If the extracts produced could be proved to have 
been written frim- to the Letters of Junius, we admit 
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that the ai^maent grounded on the similaritf of style 
woald be of considerable weight; but as they are known 
to have been compoeed long after the publication of the 
Letters, it ia clear that they only prove Sir Philip Fnucis 
to have been a sueceufvl imUator of the sUfie of Junku, and 
are of no value whatever to establish Sir Philip Francis's 
identity with the author of compositions, which he bad 
evidently made hie study, and taken as a model for the 
formation of his own style. 

There seems to be something extraordinary in the 
imitative powers of some men, which has never yet been 
philosophically explained, and would almost induce one 
to believe in the doctrine of the transmigration of bodIs. 
Well autheniJcated instances are recorded of successful 
imitations, amounting to what may almost be termed 
identification, being performed by persons of all countries 
not only in literature, but in every department of the 
fine arts. 

But we need not resort to foreign examples to illus- 
trate and prove our position; for there have been numer- 
ous instances in England, of pertinacious literary disputes, 
and fierce controversies, arising from a successful appli- 
cation of the principle of imitation, and tending to prove 
the fatiaciowKeu of the test of rimUarity of itt/le to iden- 
tify an author. Snch as the celebrated controversy, 
whether King Charles the First, or Bishop Gauden, was 
the author of " Eikon Basilike," in which the ailments 
on each side are so nicely balanced, that the scale remains 
in equilibno to the present day. The interpolations and 
forgeries of Lauder, intended to blast the reputation of 
Milton, and published under the title of "An Essay on 
Milton's use and imitation of the Modems in his Paradise 
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Lost," — SO impOBed on Dr. Johnson, that he wrote a 
preface to the work, in full persuasion of Lauder's 
honesty; and the fraud remained undiscovered, until 
detected by Dr. Douglas. 

There is also a little poem written by Ooldamith, 
called " The Double Tratuformation," in which the style 
of Swift is BO closely imitated, that it was printed in an 
edition of the Dean's works as one of his genuine poems. 

In the Athenffium of the 9th of July 1836, we find 
the following remarks, in a review of a book called " The 
Deeennuyee:" — " It is singular that, with so much ability 
of her own, the author should have imitated so closely 
the style, the mannerism, the mode of thought and expres- 
sion, of a contemporary writer; one is almost tempted to 
believe, that the object was to pass off the work as a 
production of Lady Morgan's, so closely does it copy 
even her acknowledged faults." 

Indeed, most of the literary impostures and forgeries 
which have been perpetrated in England, cao be traced 
to the principle of imitation, and may be referred to three 
classes: 

First They have either been put forth as unpublished 
works of some eminent author, whose style, sentiments, 
and sometimes his handwriting, have been imitated; or, 

Secondly, They are pretended newly discovered manu- 
scripts of some writer never before beard of, who is said 
to have lived in a remote age; and then, the style and 
manners of that particular age, are attempted to be 
imitated, together with the peculuu* handwriting of the 
period;— or else, 

Thirdly. They profess to be feithful translations, from 
the oral or written literary treasnres of some remote age 
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and rade people ; in which case, the fabricator assumes 
a s^Ie, and adopts sentiments, which he supposes to be 
characteristic of the people and ^e to which the works 
are attribnted; bat this last class may, perhaps, be con- 
sidered, as exhibiting as much of the power of invention 
as of imitation. 

To thsjint class belongs the celebrated "Shakspb&rs 
Papers," forged by the younger Ireland; which imposi- 
tion was, at first, attended with complete snccess; for 
Dr, Parr was a sincere believer in their authenticity, and 
Boewell fell upon his knees, kissed the imputed reliques, 
and returned thanks that he had lived to see snch valuable 
dcKumcnts brought to light. Many of the most eminent 
literary characters of the day solemnly certified under 
their hands, their belief in the authenticity of the papers, 
and that the drama of "Vortigern and Rowena," was 
nnquestionably written by Shakspeare himself. Sheridan 
stated as his opinion, that the play might have been written 
by Shakspeare, bat if it was, he thought the 'Sweet Swan 
of Avon,' must have been dnink when he wrote it. 

AAer awhile, Ireland acknowledged the foi^ry; hut 
this was qnite a work of supererogation, for Mr. Malone 
had previously dissected and analyzed the whole bundle 
of pretended documents, and in a work replete with 
critical acumen and curious antiquarian lore, entitled, 
" An Inquiry into the Authenticity of certain Miscellaneous 
Papers and Legal Itutrvments attributed to Shakspeare, Queen 
EUaaheth, and ffenry Earl of Southampton," had laid open 
the whole imposture. This work is really a fine specimen 
of dialectical demonstration; for such are the searching 
tests which he applies to the spurious instruments, that 
the detection and exposure of the forgery is perfect and 
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complete; no person can read the work, and e 
fiirther donbt on the Hobject. 

As a specimen of the xcond ciau, we would direct the 
reader's attention to the Pobhb of Rowlet, produced bj 
the hoy Chatterton, in which the style and manners of 
the fifteenth century are so admirably imitated, that 
some of the beat antiquanana and critics of the age were 
deceived, and believed them gennine ; and Hr. Malone 
declared, " that the authenticity or spnrionaness of the 
poems attributed to Rowley cannot be decided by any 
person who has not a taste for English poetry, and a 
moderate, at least, if not a critical knowledge of the com- 
positions of most of our poets, from the time of Chauoer 
to that of Pope." And as the unfortunate Chatterton 
died without making any confession, the controversy is 
still undetermined, notwithstanding all the ailments 
brought on one side to support their authenticity, and on 
the other to prove them the forgeries of a young literary 
adventurer; for, as the partizans of each hypothesis 
declare themselves unconvinced by the evidences of the 
other, the matter may be considered as yet involved in 
doubt and obscnri^. Dr. Johnson was so struck with 
the talent displayed in these poems, that believing them 
to be the compositions of Chatterton, he conid not help 
exclaiming in astonishment, "This is the most extnordi- 
nary young man that has encountered my knowledge — 
it is wonderful how the lehelp has written such things." 

The PoEHS OF OssiAK may be referred to the third 
ehus, and made their appearance in the following manner. 
In the year 1760, James Macpherson surprised the 
world by the publication of " FragmenU of Aneiant Poetry, 
eoUecttd M tbt Higklandi of Seoiland, attd trantlaled from 
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the Gaelic a»d Erte language." The avidity with ^rhich 
these seemingly long neglected remains of a rude and 
remote period were songht aAer and examined, was only 
to be equalled by the delight which readers of taste ex- 
perienced in discovering in them a vein of poetry, which 
wonld have done honour to the most polished periods. 
Mr. Gray, Mr. Home, Dr. Blair, and many other com- 
petent judges, were loud iu their praises. Being thus 
encouraged, the success of Mr. Macphereon's iiirther 
researches, as reported by himself exceeded all anticipa- 
tion. He discovered one complete Epic poem of six 
books, called Fii^&l ; and another as complete, of eight 
books, called Temors t both composed by Ossian, the bob 
of Fingal. A translation of the former he published 
in 1762, and of the latter in 1763; and so extensive 
was their Bale, that he is said to have cleared by them 
12001. 

The antbenticity of these poems was at first believed 
by many in its fullest extent, even by men of high 
character in the literary world ; Dr. BUir, in particular, 
was so persuaded of the truth of Macpherson's etate- 
inent, that he wrote an elaborate dissertation, to prove the 
antiquity, and illnstrate the beauties of the poems. There 
nere others, however, of equal reputation for critical 
ftcninen, who could not be persuaded of the possibility of 
picking up complete epics in this way, among the 
traditional literature of a rude country, and who, from 
the style of the poems themselves, openly pronounced 
them to be forgeries. Some few again, who doubted, 
but were willing to believe, and among them Mr. David 
Hume, put the question upon a very simple issue. Shew 
US the original poenu, from which you say these tr&nsla- 
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tions have been made, and tell as how they have been 
thns wonderfully preserved during so many centuries. 

Nothing could have been fairer than this appeal; bnt 
Mr. MacphersoD, from motives, of which all reasonable 
men could form but one opinion, baugbdiy refused to 
give the public any satisiaction on the subject. 

The prince of literary impostors seems, however, to 
have been Gborob Psilhahazir; of whom it may be 
affirmed that, 

" None but himself could be hii paralleL" 
Ofthis extraordinary man, we have the following accoant. 

" In the beginning of the last century, there appeared 
in England, a person calling himself George Fsalmanazar, 
who pretended to be a native of the island of Formosa, 
converted from idolatry by a certain missionary of the 
Society of Jesus, and that he was obliged to fly from the 
vengeance of the Japanese, on becoming a Christian. In 
support of his imposture, he invented a langvage, akich 
he wrote and ipoke to the satisfaction of curious inquirers, - 
alleging it to be that of the island of Formosa, where he 
^va8 born. He was introduced to Dr. Compton, bishop 
of London, who listened to his account with pity, and 
implicit faith; became his patron; and contributed gener- 
ously towards his support. The artful conduct of the 
stranger in producing, and ipeaking a language, alphabet, 
and grammar, purely of hit oten inoenfHm, and of his eating 
raw meat, roots, and herbs, soon rendered him an object 
of public notice, and occasioned much curious disquisi- 
tion, between many characters of the first rank in church 
and state. Psalmanazar drew up in Latin, an account of 
the island of Formosa, which was translated and hurried 
through the press, had a rapid sale, and is quoted, 
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without suapicion, b; BufFoo. While his adherence to 
certaJu singularities ia his manner and diett gathered 
from popular opinion, or from booke, considerably 
strengthened the imposition, for the carrying on which 
he was eminently qualified, by possessing a command of 
countenance, temper, and recollection, which no per- 
plexity, rough usage, or cross examination, could ruffle 
or derange. By the favour of the Bishop of Oxford, 
who proved a warm friend in his cause, Psalmanazar 
was sent to the University of Oxford. On his return to 
London, he drew np, at the desire of his ecclesiaaticel 
friends, a version of the Church Catechism, in what he 
called his native tongue, which was examined by the 
learned, and found regular and grammatical, and pro- 
nounced a real language, and no counterfeit At last, the 
critics, headed by Dr. Douglas, ' the scoui^e of impos- 
tures, the terror of quacks,' pointed out various absurdities, 
and many contradictions in Psalmanazar's narrative, as 
well as in his declarations ; by which he was lowered in 
the general esteem, his benefactors gradually withdrew 
their support, and the fraud become at length understood." 
He was afterwards employed by the booksellers in 
writing part of the Universal History, and by degrees 
became quiet, and comparatively respectable. Privately, 
he confessed his imposture, but could never be prevailed 
upon to disclose his real name and country (supposed to 
be the south of France) saying, he was afraid of die- 
gracing his &mily. In the opinion of Dr. Johnson, who 
knew Psalmanazar in his latter years, his repentance was 
sincere ; and Johnson used to say, that the sorrows of 
Psalmanazar in speaking of his deception, were heartfelt, 
strong and enet^etic; it was no common grief, arising 
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tiom btarted hopes, but a real Katred of himself, for the 
crime he had committed, and a dread of that puniahment 
which he thought he had deseired. 

With these nameroas facts before db, it Burely^ ought 
not to excite the least surprise, to find that the terse and 
brilliant style of Jonius has been snccessfiiUj imitated 
hj Sir Philip Francis and others. 

Mr. Barker strenuously denies that Sir Philip had 
either talents or leisure to write the Letters of Junius. 
" I ask,'' says he, "Mr. Taylor, whether he supposes that 
an inferior clerk in the War-Office, which Mr. Taylor 
himself confesses to have required from its officers, con- 
stant attendance, could, at tbe age of twenty-seven (when 
the eariiest production of Junius appeared), have found 
leisure, — first, to learn the profession of authorship, — 
secondly, to practise it, — thirdly, to commence the prac- 
tice with writing, for a regular series of years, papere 
perfect in their style of composition ? The fact is not at 
all credible; and is so opposed to common experience, 
that, if it had actually occurred, it must be regarded as 
miraculous; and the testimony, even of an ocular wit- 
ness, could not easily work its way to our belief. But 
admitting that Sir Philip was constantly resident in town 
during this period (and his private correspondence with 
his friends, as well as the transactions in the War- Office, 
would confirm or refute the &ct of constant attendance) ; 
admitting that he was the amanuensis of Junius; admi^ 
ting that, notwithstanding his situation at the War-Office 
required constant attendance, he had leisure to corre- 
spond with Woodfall Bo frequently and fully, in the name 
of Junius, — Z must in the most positive manner deny the 
possibility of his having Uiture to compose the public 
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Letten of Jonios, which preaappoie the rooet ampU leisure 
and the moBt undirided attention; — I will admit that Sir 
Philip had the 'indastrr,' — I will admit that he had the 
'opportmiities;'— 'hat I will not admit, with Mr. Taylor, 
that he had the 'talenU' Mr. Tajlor has produced do 
proof whatever that Sir Philip was, at the lime in question, 
possessed of ' the talents.' It does not necessarily follow 
^t, because a man at the age of forty exhibits great 
powers of reasoning and much skill in composition, he 
must have had the same, or similar powers and skill, 
when he was twenty-seven (the period when the earliest 
of ihe Miteellaneoua Lettert, without the name of Junius, 
appeared), or twenty-nine, (when the earliest public 
JjMer of Junius appeared with that signature). There is 
often a very late, as well as a very early development of 
abilities; circumetances as often retard the one, as they 
promote the other." — Barker's Letter*, pp. 44 and 121. 

" Sir Philip, it should seem, had written nothing before 
he entered the War-Office — not one of his avowed pub- 
lications bear a date prior to the first acknowledged 
compositionB of Junius. The evidence, then, in lavour 
of Sir Philip, apparently strong on other points, totally 
&il8 here. But had Sir Philip published any paper in 
the stfle of Junius, prior to the appearance of Jnnius's, 
it would have been a powerful argument for Sir Philip's 
claim, in connexion with the other testimony." (p. S3). 

" Sir Philip might, by a frequent perusal of Junius's 
Letters as a model of composition, have gradually ob~ 
tained all that energy of expression, that cogency of 
reasoning, and that power of sarcasm, for which Sir 
Philip was, long subsequently to the retirement of 
Junius, remarkable." (p. 35). 
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In order to afford the reader a clear view of the prioci- 
pd facta and ai^uments that have been advanced for and 
against the claim of Sir Philip Francis, we shall proceed to 
give, first, the Reviewer's statements in favour of his claim, 
and then an abstract of Mr. Barker's answers thereto. 

''There are many particular circnmstances of a per- 
sonal and historical nature," adds the Reviewer, "that go 
far to make out the proposition, that Sir Philip Francis 
was the author of the Letters of Junius. The first of 
these is the exactness with which the dates of the letters 
tally with Sir Philip Francis's residence in this country, 
and his going abroad. In biographical memoirs, under- 
stood to have been drawn up by a person connected with 
him, it is stated, that Sir Philip spent the greatest part 
of the year 1772 on the continent, Now, the last letter 
of Junius in that year, is dated May 12th, and was re- 
ceived by Woodfall two days before. Sir Philip Francis's 
dismissal from the War-Office is announced in one of the 
letters of 'Veteran' (a name under which Woodfall has 
shewn that Junius then wrote), dated March 23d ; and 
some time must naturally have elapsed before he set out. 
A letter of Junius, dated in May, mentions his having 
been oat of town; and, in point of fact, he wrote nothing 
from March 23d to May 4th, Sir Philip's father was 
then ill at Bath ; and it is most probable that he went to 
see him before going abroad. From the above notice in 
the memoirs, it appears that he must have returned at 
the end of 1772, or early in 1773, provided we are 
satisfied that he went abroad in May : for it is there 
slated, that about half-a-year after his return, he was 
recommended as one of the new Council at Fort William, 
Now, the Act appointing the Council passed in June 
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1773; which tallies vith the snpposition of his amral 
faaving been in the monUi of December or Janoaiy pre- 
ceding. Keeping these facts in view, it is very importaat 
to remark, that the first letter received by Woodfell from 
Junios, after tfae letter of May 1773, is dated January 
19, 1773. This, too, was also tfae last letter which he 
ever wrote. The appointment of Sir Philip Francis to 
India, was, either then or soon alter, in ^tation; for it 
was finally arranged before June. And ihe presumption 
is, that the prospect of being sent to India put a period 
to the labours of Junius, 

Ant. — I must confess that these are singular coinci- 
dences^ but if circumstances of this kind are to be consi- 
dered as deckire evidences, the pretensions of many other 
claimants are so ^ equally good. For — 1. It appears 
that the final not« of Junius to Woodfall is dated Jannary 
19, 1773, and Lloyd died on the 23d of the same month. 
2, A speech of Burke's was reported by Junius and sent 
to Almon for pubHcation, and is the only existing report 
of the speech. 8. Junius writes with a minute know- 
ledge of militaiy afbirs, and Lord George Sackville is 
thence supposed to have written the Letters of Junius. 
4. Junius and General Lee coincide in personal hatred 
of the Duke of Grafton, in the use of certain very 
remarkable phrases, and in a quotation from Seneca. It 
would be easy to multiply instances of carious agree- 
ment between Junius and several of the claimantsj but 
the ^^egate number of ^milar instances, In reference 
to the entire number of claimants, may serve to convince 
the wary that it is not safe, in the case of any particular 
claimant, to rely confidently on any such ^reement. 
(p. 163). 
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A«r. — It IB known thst Sir Philip waa a cleric in de 
War Office from 1763 to 1772 ; and Juniao erinceg a pecu- 
liar BcqoiUBlanoe with, and interest in, the busineas and 
pereons of diat department. As some of those persons 
are obsoure individuals, compared with the distiDgnished 
objecta of big ordinaiy attacks, a rery strong presamp- 
tion arises Irom hence, that the anonymons writer was 
himself connected with the office; and the familiar tone 
in which they are mentioned, greatlj strengthens the 
conclnsion. We shall prbcipally advert to wfaat be 
says of Mr.Bradshaw, Mr. Chamier, and Mr. D'Oyly. 
Junius, in the thiTty*sizth letter, dwells at some length 
upon Bradshav's pension, and speaks of him in terms 
indicative of considerable personal animosity. In a note, 
he says, " He was too cunning to trust Irish seourity." 
He gives a sketch of hia history, tracing him from his 
banning, " as a cleii to a contractor for forage," — to 
his being exalted to a pet^ place in the War Office,— 
and sarcastically remarking, that, upon bis subsequent 
promotion, he thought it necessary to take the great house 
in Lincoln's Inn Fields, where the Lord Chancellor 
Worthington had resided. In the fifty-seventh letter, he 
is called the Buke of Grafton's " cream-coloured para- 
site;" and in the letters signed Domitimi - and Y eteran^ 
published by Woodfell, he is familiarly mentioned as 
Tommy Bradshaw,- the cream-coloured Mercury, whose 
sister. Miss Poll;r,'like the moon, lives npon the light of 
her brother's conhtenance, and rol» him of no small part 
of his luSti^. In a letter, also written by Junius, but 
under another name, Bradshaw is said to observe, that 
the writer has drawn his intelligence from the first source, 
andnot the common falsities of the day; andoftbis, he 
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says, Brad^&w cannot be ignorant. Bat ahhougfa it is 
clear that Junins's prejudice agoinBt this gentleman was 
of long standing, and connected with his more obscure 
BJtuation in the War Office, it is also true, that, at the 
time of the attacks nppn him, he filled a conaidersUe 
eta^on, and was more in the public eye. This, however, 
can hardly be said of Mr. Chamier, upon wfaom a fm 
more inceeaant fire is kept up. He is termed, that wdl- 
edacated, genteel young broker, Mr. Chamier. A soeae 
is figured between Lord Barrington, his patron, aad a 
general officer, in which every kind of ridicule is thrown 
upon Choinier. He is called Tony Shammy — Little 
Shammy — a tighlr active little fellow — a little gwubling 
broker — Little Waddlewell — my Duckling — Little Xhree 
per Cents, reduced— a mere scrip of a secretary — an 
omnium of all that's genteel — with many other coarse 
and scurrilous appelktions. No less than four letter* 
are addressed to Lord Barrington in the bitterest tone 
of invective, in consequence of Chamier's promotion^ 
and it appears that bis relationship with Bradsbaw is 
one of the chief grounds of attack upon the latter. , 

Atu.—iij', Taylor contends, from several af^aments^ 
that " Junius was in some degree connected mlb the 
Horse Guards." "There is such precisicMi in the secret 
intelligence from that quarter, conveyed to Wood&ll or 
to the public, as occurs in 90 other department of the 
state, and could not be acquired from this, except ,hy one 
who had access to the fountain-head for information." 
Admitting the &ct to be eo, am I obliged to admit that 
Sir Philip was the sole oracle consulted? Am I obliged 
to believe that an inferior clerk could know all tbt: secrets 
of his prindpals in the office? Am I obliged to confess 
o2 



D,gn,-.rihyG00^le 



196 SIR PSIUP FBAHCIS. 

that Lord George SaekoiOe and others coald not, directly 
or iodirectly, iiiteDtion&Ily or tm intentionally, have con- 
veyed some of this secret information? (p. 225). 

Does the military language of Jnnios merely betray 
such "minate and commisurial knowledge" as might be 
expected from one connected with the Horse Guards or 
the War Office? Or does it exhibit a practical or theo- 
reticai knowledge of the military art itself? In the 
former case it is equally applicable to Lord George 
Saokrille and Sir Philip Francis; and in the latter case 
it so far favours the pretensions of General Lee. (p. 41). 

Sen. — It is to be observed, that Junius took care not 
to write any of the letters upon Chamier's promotion, 
under his usual signature, because this would at once 
have directed the suspicions of the public towards the 
War Office, as the quarter in which he lurked, and even 
towards the individuals chiefly interested in the questions 
respecting Chamier. For the same reason, we find him 
urging Woodfall to conceal his being the author of these 
attacks upon Lord Barrington. Keep the anthor a 
secret, says he, (Woodfall, i. 125); that is, keep the 
secret that Junius, Veteran, Nemesis, etc., are the same 
person; for he knew no other author than Junius. It 
is, however, not at all improbable, that the clue to the 
discovery of Sir Philip Francis was famished by these 
letters on the War Office; for they are the last ever 
written by Junius, except the private letter to Woodfall 
in January 1773; so that he seems, on being detected, 
probably by Lord Barrington, to have given over writing; 
and he was soon after appointed to the Council in 
Calcutta. 

Ans. — Had the earliest pnblication of Junius been 
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simultaneoiiB with the appearance of the letters of 
Veteran, there would have been much force in the ail- 
ments of Mr. Taylor for ideatifying the two writers with 
Sir Philip, as we can easily conceive that a man wishing 
to plead his own cause may contriye to identify it with 
public questions, — that public spirit may arise out of 
private motives, — that public good may be the professed 
aim, while individual interest is the secret spring, — and 
that patriotism may be apparently the ruling principle, 
while party purposes are the latent and real objects, 
Events of this Idnd are, even in onr times, sufficiently 
obvious to attest the truth of this remark. Sir Philip 
Francis might, as a clerk in the War Office, with the 
consciousness of slighted services, or as a man with the 
vengeance of ontrt^ed feelings, have had good reason 
for exposing the transactions of that office to public 
animadveruon — for denouncing certtun individuab — for 
appealing to public sympathy, and for indentiiying his 
cause with the public good. All this is perfectly natural 
and quite intelligible, — it might have given birth to a 
Junius, but miluckily for the hypothesis, Junius had sprwig 
up two or three years before; at first under oth6r names, 
and then under that Roman appellation — Junius — had 
taken his station, and that elevated station related not 
to the proceedings of the War Office alone or chiefly, 
avowedly or secretly, which we should have expected 
from Sir Philip Francis as a clerk in that office; but to 
the proceedings of the ministry and of the parliament, 
and the general transactions of the empire, and to the 
advancement of the public interests. Influenced then 
.by this consideration, I cannot admit the claims made 
for Sir Philip Francis to the authorship of Junius, and 
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I would urge on the mind of tbe reader this novel objec- 
tion, with all the force with which it can be employed, 
(p. 4). 

If the letters of Feiera* vSn known to be the compo- 
iition of Sir Philip himjself, it would not thence follow 
that Junius, who sent them to Woodfall, was the writer 
of them, though be took pains to inform him that he was 
tbe writer — the subject soited the political purposes of 
Junios, and that would of itself be a sufieient motive 
for him to kt them pass under the ihadov of his name. 
fp.SB6). 

Rev. — Junins also shews an anoranmon ac^aintance 
with, and interest in, the transactions of the Foreign 
Department as well as the War Office ; and the period 
to which his knowledge refers, preced«s the death of 
Lord I^emont in 1763. Now Sir Philip was appointed 
a clerk in tbe Foreign Office in 17S6; and having 
afterwards gone to St. Cas, as General Bligh's secretary 
in 176B, and to Lisbon in 1760, with Lord Kinnoul; 
he retnrned to the Foreign Office between October 1761, 
and August 1763 ; for, in a speech made by Sir Philip 
in the. House of Commons, he says, "that he possessed 
Lord Egremont's fevour in the Secretary of State's Office; 
and that nobleman .came into it, October 1761, and 
died August 1768." 

Akm. — A man Hke Junius, conversant with courts and 
courtiers, and ministers, and officers civil and military, 
and members of parliament, was much more likely to 
obtain secret news from some of them, than from an 
inferior clerk in a public office, who could be expected to 
fhmbh only facts and cireumstances and proceedings of 
a minor importance, because they alone would fall within 
his ken. (p. 224). 
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Iteo. — The maimer in which JtmioB always treats 
Lord Chatham, coiocides exactly with the expreBsione of 
Sir Philip in his speeches Emd writing; and b such as 
might natnrally be expected to result from the kindness 
he had received from that great man, as well as from his 
tnowu principles. Bat the high admiration of Lord Chat- 
1mm, which Janius has shewn, seems not easily reconcilt^d 
with his kindness towards his antagonist Lord Holland. 

j4iu. — In order to identify Sir Philip with Jnnios 
from the sentiments avowed by each about Lord Chatham, 
Mr. Taylor is required to prove that Sir Philip ever at 
any period of his whole life sympathiaed with Jimius in 
perioual hatred and political hostili^, or even in the 
flmallest degree of personal and political aversion, to 
Lord Chatham ; if he cannot produce endh a proof, then 
I maintain that he ought to abandon his opinion as quite 
nntenable, from this consideration alone. Had Junius 
felt and avowed, on every occasion throughout his poli- 
tical career, an ardent attachment to the person, and the 
highest respect for the talents and the charaoter, of Lord 
Chatham, and a particular delight in adopting his sen- 
timents and applying his langui^e, as we know to have 
been the case in regard to Sir Philip Francis, then I 
hesitate not to declare that there would have been such 
a proof of identity between these two patriots, as would 
have been most satistactoiy, and perhaps conclusive on 
the question. Junins's early aversion to Lord Chatham 
was political, and his late attachment to him was political 
only; whereas Sir Philip never had any politioalaversion 
to him, and always felt, professed, and manifested a 
steady personal attachment to him. Junius represents 
Lord Chatham to have been a public ciiminal and a 
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political B|)OBtate, and Sir Philip merely describes him 
as "a great, illualrioUB, faalty hamaD being;" aad there- 
fore (Tuniua and Sir Philip were unquestioiisbly two 
distinct persona. — Sir Philip is^ in hia public character, 
ftllowed bj all impartial men to have been a man of the 
moBt anbkmiahed moral integrity, and of the pareet 
political principles. Now, to suppose him to have beea 
the author of Junius, is in ftct to [woclaim him a TillaiB 
of no vulgar cast; for he mnst henceforth be regarded bj 
us as a base ingrate to his great benefactor, patron, and 
friend, the Earl of Chatham, without any assigned or 
assignaUe cause. It is to proclaim Sir Philip a bypo- 
crite of the deepest dye, professing in bis parliamentary 
speeches and avowed prodnctions to have ever felt tbe 
strongest attachment to the person, and the highest vene- 
ration for the character, of Lord Chatham, when be had 
in truth commenced bis literary and political career by a 
series of virulcut and anonymous libels on him. (p. 30). 

Am.— Junius shews a manifest forbearance towards 
the Fox iamily, not nnder his usual signature of Junius, 
but nnder another, assumed for the obvious purpose of 
concealing it, and yet of keeping them from forcing him 
into a contest with them. The history of Sir Philip at 
once explains all this. His father was Lord Holland's 
domestic chaplain, lived on intimate terms with him, 
and dedicated his translation of Demosthenes to him. 
as the patron to whom he owed his church preferment. 
Sir Philip himself received from Ziord Holland his first 
place in the Fore^ Office, 

There is reason to believe, that Junins was known to 
Garrick. Sir Philip Francis has told us, in the preface 
to the play of Eugenia, that he enjoyed the "friendship 
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and esteem of Garrick." — Under the adminiBtration of 
Mr. Grenville, Sir Philip was appointed to the War 
Office; with that statesman he most nearly concurred 
in all political opinions; and Mr. Grenville was above all 
men the declared favourite of Junius, 

^fw.— If Junius did not, from motives of friendship, 
spare Garrick, why should he from such motives spare 
Lord Holland? If Sir Philip Francis were Junius, he 
was evidently the most unprincipled politician and the 
most profligate writer that ever lived; and I cannot 
admit any ailment founded on the honour or delicacy 
of Sir Philip. There is no particular point in the argu- 
ment ahout Mr. Grenville, because it would apply much 
more strongly to Charlet Um/d, who was the private 
Secretary to Mr. Grenville, and to Lord George SaekviUe, 
who entertained a very high opinion of Mr. Grenville, as 
an individual, and as a statesman, (p. 224). 

Rev. — It is clear, from his private correspondence, 
that Junius bore a great personal good-will towards 
Wood/all, and in a letter to Mr. Wilkes, he expresses much 
anxiety about Woodfall's safety; says that the danger 
to which he is exposed, afflicts and distresses him; and 
plainly insinuates, that he has spared Lord Mansfield for 
Woodiall's sake ; but, for other publishers, he seems to 
have felt no such tenderness; for be frequently tells 
Wood&ll, if he is afraid himself, that he may send such 
and such letters to other printers, whom he names. 
Now, it appears that Woodfall was only a year older 
than Sir Philip, and was educated at St. Paul's School, 
where the latter is known to have been bred ; and it is 
said, that Mr. Woodfall's son speaks of the acquaintance 
formed there between Sir Philip and bis father, as having 
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pven rise to a mutual kindnesa daring tbeir %Rer Uve^ 
though they rarely met. This tallies peculiarly well 
nith the suspicion expressed by Juniua in one part of hie 
correspondence, that Wood&ll might know him. He 
says, "Ibegyou will tellmecandidly whether yoaknoir 
or suspect who I am." 

v^ns.— Junius preferred Woodfall's p^>ei', not because 
Woodfall was his schoolfellow and fais friend, but becaose 
bis paper was on many accounts the fittest receptacle for 
his articles— because be could rely on the moral integrity, 
and the personal courage, and the political consistency of 
Woodfall. He gave the second [deference to Alnion for 
similar reasons, and not from any particular friendship 
for him. (p. 129). 

In a letter from Mr. Coventiy to Mr. Barker, dated 
June 18tb, 1828, he says— "I breakfested with Mr. 
Woodfall yesterday momiug at Westminster : he presents 
his compliments, and requested me to forward the aneo- 
dote about Francis, if of any use. You are doubtless 
aware that his &ther and Francis were schoolfellows — 
educated at St. Paul's School. In afUr years they 
generally attended the anniversary dinners. On one of 
these occasions, on Mr, WoodMl's returning home, he 
met an iudmate fi-iend, who said — 'I met you and 
Junius going to the Pauline Festival.' 'To whom do 
you allude?' replied Mr. Wood&ll. ' Francis to be sure, 
there is no other Junius.' 'To my certain knowledge,' 
replied Mr. Wood&U, 'Francis had no more to do with 
Junius than either you or I.' The gentleman was quite 
satisfied with Mr. Woodfall'e positive denial, and wished 
faim good evening. Mr. Woodfall informed me, that 
there were many reasons why Francis had no hand in the 
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Letters — his Jatfacr knew him so well— his capabilltiM— 
his confined situation — the sphere which he moved in, as 
well as the risk that he woald run in being thrown upon 
the world neglected, — all concurred, united with his 
poeiliTe denial, to canse Mr. Wood&ll to know, that 
the motto 'Siat doidmu umbra' would never be solved in 
the son of Dr. Francis." — Barhet'a Pref. 61. 

Rev, — It appears, from varioos passages in Junius, 
that the author used to attend the debates in parliament, 
and that be frequently took notes of the more important 
speeches: that he did so, more especially, in the years 
1770 and 1771, is clearly proved, by his quoting Lord 
Chatham's speeches, from reports not then made public, 
and hy his frequoitly referring to debates in which he 
was present. Sir Philip Francis is known to have been 
an occasional attendant npon the debates during the same 
period, — for he cites Lord Chatham's speeches at that 
time as having heard them; and there seems no reason 
to doubt that he b the member of parliament, described 
by Almon in his life of Lord Chatham, as having far- 
nished him with notes of those speeches, taken by him 
when be was not in parliament. But there is a more 
remarkable coincidence than this between Junius and 
Sir Philip : — Lord Chatham's speech, at the opening of 
(he session in January 1770, was reported by Sir Philip, 
and communicated, first to Almon, who published it 
1791, and then to the Parliamentary Hiatory (xvi. 647). 
The publisher of the latter work informed Mr. Taylor, 
that he received it from Sir Philip, who was present at 
the debate. Now, a comparison of this speech with some 
of Jnnios's letters, proves very satisfactorily that Junius 
must either have heard the speech, and taken notes of it» 
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or receiTed notes from somebody who was preaent ; and 
not only so, but that the notes vhich he took or receiTed 
were nearly the same with those taken by Sir Philip, 

There are many expressions in the speeches of Lord 
Chatham, reported by Sir Philip, which appear to be 
fevourite expressions ofJunius: thus — 'fahefae^ — 'lam 
a plain man' — ipso facto — the late of the land — smpUeily of 
common tense, etc. 

An». — These circumatanoes are not positive proofe of 
identity, but only strong presnmptions; and, as there 
are strong presumptions in favour of many other claims 
for the authorship of Junius, we should exercise great 
caution in receiving such evidence in any particular 
case. Junius bad great and real occasion "to attend 
the debates," because he wished " to collect the scattered 
sweets" of parliamentary eloquence, and to obtun authen- 
tic political information; and "to take notes," because 
he wished to refer to them as guides; and "to report 
speeches," because he wished for his own purpose to 
difiiise the information which he possessed. But Sir 
Philip Francis, as an inferior clerk in a public office, 
should be presumed to have had ver^r different objects 
in view; and there is nothing to prove that these objects 
were political, and every thing to presume that they 
were not. As a man patronized and befriended by Lord 
Chatham, whom a youthful mind would in any cir- 
csmstances admire, and whom Sir Philip in his own 
circumstances must have loved, there can be no doubt 
that, if he took notes of, and reported any speeches, he 
would feel particular delight in selecting the speeches of 
Lord Chatham. As a clever man, and of steady habits 
in business, he would very probably be requested to take 
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notes and report speeches, b^ any person who for hia 
own purposes wished to have an accoant of parliitment&r; 
proceedings — even Junius himself might, directly or 
indirectly, have employed the head aud the pen of Sir 
Philip in this way. An inferior clerk iu a public office, 
who possessed shining talents, and constantly resided in 
London, is precisely the person who would be likely to 
eke out in this manner the deficiencies of income for a 
genteel competency; and refined notions of honour, and 
delicate scruples of conscience, must not be expected from 
a man in that dependent situation, (p. 222). 

Rev. — There are many iavourite expressions in the 
avowed original works of Sir Philip, which Junius also 
indulges habitually : — ' Of his tide' — ' w far forth' — 
'/ mean the public service' — '(for, I teovid promote).' 
There is, moreover, in the general manner of writing, a 
resemblance extremely striking, especially where the 
author is off his guard, and permits his natural temper 
to appear. Sir Philip's later works resemble, in this 
respect, the private notes to Woodiall, so strikingly, that 
we need scarcely to give any examples. There is, for 
instance, a short note of Sir Philip iu this publication, in 
the following terms ; — 'Prag never mind anytlung I say, 
I tlave myself to death, and write and speak on instant 
impression ; so t am very sorry if I have offended yon.' 
The very same tone, and almost the same words, occur 
in two notes of Jnoios, printed by Wood fell ;~-one of 
which begins — ' Pray tell me whether George Onslow 
means to keep his word with you;' and ends, 'and to I 
wish you good-night :' and another runs thus—' Make 
yourself easy about me — I know yon are an honest 
man — I am never angry — I am overcome with the slavery 
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of writing.' We have not room to add other instances; 
bat we have heard, that, among those persons in London 
who have lived in his sociel;, and are acqaainted with his 
mode of expression, the conTiction of his being the anther 
of the Letters, is exceedingly strengthened by this likeness. 

Jiu. — The above "&Tourite expressions" are satis&c^ 
torily accounted for, on the supposition that Sir Philip 
was the imitator of Junius. It is unnatural to suppose 
that such B phrase, as " I am overcome with the Aivery 
of writing," would fall from the pen of one, who had, at 
the time in question, been upwards of twenty years, and 
was still employed, as a secretary or as a clerk. Writing 
could not be so irksome to him; nor could it be irksome 
to Burke, whose pen waa so incessantly at work; though 
it might be irksome to General Lee, or to Lord George 
SackviUe. But it is possible that Sir Philip might, either 
by mere coincidence with Junius, or by imitation of him, 
nee such a phrase, and ieel the truth of the idea, after 
his return from a high station in India, when he had 
forgotten, or was willing to forget, the secretaryships 
and clerkships of his youth, (p. 93). 

Jtev.—SiT Philip's appointment to India is extremely 
well accounted for, by the supposition that he was the 
author of Janius's Letters. That a clerk in the War 
Office should, without having done anything to make 
him known, be eeot out at once as a member of the 
Supreme Council, to which, for the £rst time, the powers 
of govenunent were about to be entrusted, seems at any 
rate sufficiently strange to require an explanation. 

He was not connected by femily with any man of 
weight in the ministry ; he was wholly unknown at the 
India House; he was equally obscure in the public-eye; 
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nor doe§ it appear that he had any patron who interested 
himself in his promotion, previously to the epring of 1772, 
Bince, at that time, he was tnnted oat of the office, to make 
way for a favourite of the minister,. in vhose department 
be served. The next thing we hear of, afler this dis- 
missal, is hzs miwion to India as a satrap, in very critical 
circumstances. But there is nothing sarprising in the 
appointmeat, if ve suppose that he either suffered him- 
self to be known, or iras detected, as Junius afler bis 
removal from the War Office ; and that die minister, 
DOW made «ware of his extraordinaiy talents, and of the 
risk to which they m^ht expose him, recommended a 
step, justified hy the qualificationB of Sir Philip, and 
coonselled by his own appreheneion. If the secret was 
only oornmunicoted to one man — if Sir Philip knew this, 
and made that one man personally responsible for its 
being kept, there was no doubt it will be so. Tbere was 
something in the nature of the transaction which imposed 
silenee upon both the parties; and Sir Philip, who had 
the chief interest in its concealment, was ready, daring 
the whole lifetime of the other party, to watch over hie 
AilfilmeDt of the compact. 

Ant. — The administration of the day, in appointing a 
council for the government of Bengal, would naturally 
look round amoi^ their own friends, connexions, and 
dependents, for a proper person to fill the important 
office. On inquiry they fiiund Sir Philip well qualified 
for the situation, and recommended to them as snob a 
person. They knew that he had in 1756 held a post 
in the Secretaiyof State's Office; in 1768, was appointed 
secretaiy to General Bligh ; in 1760, secretary to the 
Earl of Kinnoul, ambassador to Lisbon; and in 1763, 
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had held an important place in the War Office, which he 
continued to hold till 1772. . His moral character was, 
therefore, perfectly well known to the Government; they 
had liad abundant experience of his capacity for public 
business, and his adroitnesB in official arrangements ; and 
they must have discovered in him the germ of thoee 
talents, which he was ai^rwards found to display, and 
which amply justified their choice. They were of course 
avare that he had quitted the War Office, iu consequence 
of a quarrel with Lord Barrington; but this personal 
affiiir between hirn and his lordship was no sufficient 
reason why they should decline appointing Mr. Francis to 
ahighoffice, which he was, in their opinion, so well quali- 
fied to fill. They justly considered him to have a claim 
on them for a loog career of public services. They 
would not have appointed him to the Indian post, if 
Lord Harrington had opposed the appointment; but they 
perceived that his lordship not only did not oppose, but 
even recommended the appointment;* and it was not 
necessary for the ministry to weigh the motives of Lord 
Barrington in recommending it, whether be was tender- 
ing to the pubtic service a valuable servant, or was merely 
desirous to deport an incorrigible offender, or to expel a 
dangerous enemy to India. This seems to me a &ir 
way of accounting for the promotion of Sir Philip. I 
grant that, if Lord Barrington bad been a personage of 
demoniacal malignity — tuch malignity as belonged to Junitu 
hinuelf, — he would not only not have consented to the 

* Lord Bairington'B brother, the late bishop of Durham, in- 
fbrmed Mr. Butler, that Sir Philip won indebted for his appoint- 
ment in India to Lord Burrington's recomioendation of him to 
Lord North. — BtOier'i Remiim. i. 94. 
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sppointment of Sir Philip, bat have resisted it in the 
most determined manner. Ab, however, I am not dis- 
posed to believe that such a spirit actuated his lordship, 
and as I do believe that the generality of mankind wonld 
in the same circninstances have acted in the way which 
1 imagine, and onder the feelings which I have described, 
I cannot think that the elevation of 6ir Philip -is so very 
marveUoas an event aa to require a miracle to attest it; 
fer it is little less than miraculoiis to make an inferior clerk 
intbe War Office the author of Junias's Letleri. (p. IfiS). 

Rev. — We shall now briefly advert to one or two 
particulars of evidence more strictly external than any 
wkich has yet been considered. 

From several parts of the correspondence with Wood- 
&11, it should seem that Jnnius frequently delivered the 
lellert himtdf. When he emplojred aiioth^ hand, we 
may he well assured it was that of a porter or other 
ordinary messenger, as was ascertained, in one instance, 
by Wilkes, who examined the person, and learned that he 
received the packet from a gentleman. That he should 
ttitmst anybody with his secret, for the mere pnrpose 
of conveying the letters, appears highly improbable; 
and to have given a packet for Woodfall to a friend to 
carry, would have been telling him the whole. The 
figure and appearance of Sir Philip is stated to answer 
the description of the tall gentleman seen by Mr. Jackson 
to throw a letter of Junius into Mr, Woodfall's office. 

Joe. — If Sir Philip Francis were the messenger seen 
by Mr. Jackson, it would not prove his identity with 
Junine, because Sir Philip might have been both the 
amanuensiB and the messenger of Junios. (p. 99). 

Ra. — There are various peculiarities of spelling whiclt 
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occur nnifonnlj in both writers ; and neither of them 
has any such pecniiarity that is not common to both. 
Thus, they both write "practise" with an s; compleady, 
instead of completely ; tngross, intire, intmat, and many 
other such words which we usually begin with an e — 
endeavor without an u; screen with a kj and Beveral 
others. There may not be mncb in any of these instances 
taken singly; but when we find that all the peciiUarities 
that belong to either writer are common to both, it is 
impossible not to receiTe them as ingredients in the mE^ 
of evidence. 

It is stated by a person who examined, with Wilkes, 
the form and folding of the letters received by faim, that 
they both agreed in 'thinking they could see marks of 
the writer's habit of folding and directing official letters.' 

Last of all, a careful examination has been instituted 
of the handwriting of Junius ; and the specimens pub- 
lished by "Woodiall have been diligently compared with 
letters of Sir Philip's. Those of Junius are known to 
be all written in a feigned hand ; but its general character 
^reea well with that of Sir Philip's. Wherever, in the 
hurry of writing, (for example, where a word is inter- 
lined), the natural hand, or something near i^ breaks 
out, the resemblance is more complete; and certain 
peculiarities, preserved in the feigned hand, occur also 
in Sir Philip's. We cannot follow the comparison 
through its minute details; but we are confident that it 
must go far towards satisfying those whom the rest of 
the ai^ument may have failed to convince. 

When Sir Philip Francis signs with his initials, he 
draws a short strong line above and below them. The 
very same lines are uniformly drawn under and over the 
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initialB with which Janios signs his prirate letters to 
Woodiall. Id correcting the press, they both nse, instead 
of the ordinary sign of deletion, a different and very 
peculiar sign, exactly the same in both. They both 
place the asterisk or atar of reference to a. foot-note at the 
beginning, and not at tbe end of the passage to which it 
belongs — contraiy to what may be termed the invariable 
QSage of other writers. They both write the words yon 
. and gows, in all cases, with a large Y, the form of 
which is strikingly alike in both authors. They also use 
a half-large C at the beginning of a word,— of a pecnliar 
and characteristic formation. Their ciphers or numerals 
are all formed exacdy on the same plan; as are most 
of their compound letters. Instead of a ronnd dot over 
the t, they both invariably use an obliqne stroke, sloping 
in the opposite direction to that of the general writing ; 
and they mark their qaotatioas, not by inverted commas, 
bnt by short perpendicular lines. They are both uni- 
formly correct, and systematic in the punctuation of 
their MSS. Both write a distinct little a over &c.; and 
connect words divided at the end of a line, not by a 
hyphen, bnt a colon, which is repeated, ctrntraiy to 
general us^e, at the beginning of the second line, as 
well as at the end of the first. 

As tbe above statement does not appear to have 
been answered by Mr. Barker, or any one else, we sup- 
pose it must be considered unanswerable. Mr. Barker 
attempts, indeed, to shew the impriAahiUly of tbe Letters 
of Junius being in the handwriting of Sir Philip Francis, 
on account of his writing being ho well known to Lord 
Barnngton, and other official persons ; iuf at many thing* 
which at first appear highly improbable, turn ovt, upom 
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bmeaigalion, to be true, it is quite clear that Mr. Barker's 
ingeDiouB reasoning cannot OTertarn Mr. Taylor's ttate- 
mmt of fault, namely, "that the peculiar orthography 
and the handwriting of Sir Philip Francis correspond 
vith the Letters of Junius in Mr. Woodfall's possession." 

This statement having now been many years before 
the public without being denied, disproved, or impugned, 
must be considered as having stood the necessary test, 
and admitted to be true. 

At the same time it should be remembered, that we 
are qnite in the dark as to whether the Letters were 
written by the hand of Junius himself, or that of an 
iimanaeiisis, or whether some of them nere written by 
the one, and some by the other. And all the circum- 
stances of the similarity of handwriting, and peculiarity 
of orthography, may be fully accounted for on the sup- 
position, of Sir Philip having been the amanuensis of 
Junius. But this is a point Mr. Barker declined dis^ 
cussing; for he tells ns, "I shall not, on the present 
occasion, examine the claims of Sir Philip to be con- 
sidered as the amanuensis of Junius ; he may or may not 
have been the amannensis; I know not what opinioD 
I might, on mature consideradon, form about this point" 
(p. 112). 

In November 1817, when the Review, from which 
the foregoing extracts are taken, was published, Sir Philip 
Francis was still living, and it will be seen from the 
following passage, that the Reviewer confidently antici- 
pated the foil disclosure of the secret at his deatii, for he 
says:— "There are some other considerations, of a more 
general nature, which deserve* notice in this ailment. 
Sir Philip Francis is still living} and that of itaelf 
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furniBhes a ground of preBQinption. The mpnbabiiity 
ia great, that the real Junius shonld have died, and left 
no trace by which to detect him. That he should have 
wished to be for ever unknowD, ib not likely ; that he 
should have been able to elude all discovery, after kit 
decease, is Btill lesB so. The curiously bound set of 
Letters which he had from Woodfall by his own direc- 
tions, at once afforded a reason for believing that hs 
intended to retain the means of proving hia title, at a 
distant period, and exposed bim to detection after hia 
death, if he allowed that event to happen before he 
declared himself." — Bat alas! these expectations were 
never realized, for Sir Philip Francis died on the 22d 
December 1818, without 'making any sign,' to corro- 
borate the suspicious of his being the veritable Junius. 

"It should be remembered by the reader," says Mr, 
Barker, "that this celebrated Review does not contain 
any new &cts, or the development of any new principles 
of reasoning, for the elucidation of this subject, and that 
it does not display any particular acquaintance with the 
subject; but that its sole merit consists in a clear and 
succinct, an able and lawyer-like statement of the evi- 
dence which is contained in Mr, Taylor's book ; and 
that this book, with Woodfall's Junius, is apparently the 
only book on the question which the Reviewer had 
studied." 

"The impression produced by Mr. Taylor's well written 
pamphlet," says Dr. Parr in a letter which has been laid 
before the public — " and an elaborate critique on it in the 
Edinbui^h Review, still direct the national faith towards 
- Sir Philip Francis. He was too proud to tetl a lie, and 
he disclaimed the work. He was too vain to refuse 
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eelebrity, which he was conwious of deeerring. He was 
too intrepid to abrink, when danger bad nearly paaeed by. 
He was too irascible to keep the secret, by the pub- 
lication of which, he, at this time of day, could injure no 
party with which he is connected, nor any indiTidnal for 
whom be cared. Besides, dear sir, we have many books 
of his writing upon many subjects, and all of tbem 
■tamped with the same character of mind. Their general 
lexis (as we say in Greek), has no resemblance to the lexis 
of Jtmiui; and the resemblance in particulars, can have 
&r less weight than the resemblance of which there is no 
vestige. Francis nniformly writes English. There is 
Gallicism in Junius. Francis is furious, but not male- 
volent. Francis is never cool, and Junius is seldon 
ardent." 

Mr. Butler also makes the following remarks upon the 
critique in the Edinburgh Review: — "That r^pectable 
writer produced several passages from the works, of 
which Sir Philip was certainly the author, and finds in ' 
them a similar tone and equal merit. With due defer- 
ence to his authority, the reminiscent begs leave to 
think, that if these passages shew that Sir Philip was 
no mean writer, they also prove that he was not Junius. 
To bring the question to a direct issue — Are the ji^w 
and loftiness discernible in every page of Jqnius, once 
visible in any of these extracts ? Where do we find in 
the writings of Sir Philip, those thoughts that breathe, 
words that bum, which Junius scatters in every page? 
a single drop of the cobra eapeUa, which foils from Junius 
so often P The advocates of the claim in fevour of Sir 
Philip ui^ as a strong circumstance in its support, 
that, without family, without patronage, without any 
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one preteneioD to the notice of the king or the minister, 
he was suddenly raised from an obscure seat in the War 
Office, to a situation of dignity and emolument, which a 
nobleman would be happy to procure for his son. This, 
tbey say, ehewsthat something was attached to Sir Philip 
Francis, which rendered the purchase of him, at that 
time, even at a very high price, an object to government. 
Now, at the critical moment, in which Sir PbiUp Francis 
vras thns promoted, Junius ceased to write :~this, tbey 
conclude, makes it highly probable that the silence of 
Junius was purchased by the promotion of Sir Philip. 

" But this is open to several observations, — In all his 
correspondence with Wood&ll, Junius describes him- 
self, — and veiy unaffectedly,— -as a man of fortune, mix- 
ing at lai^ with the world; and promises to indemnify 
him against any pecuniary loss which he might sustain 
in consequence of any prosecutions for the Letters; 
leaving him, however, to abide Its other consequences. 
Nothing of this is reconcileable with the situation of 
Sir Philip Francis at the time when these I.etters ap- 
peared; — It should be added, that Sir Philip was then 
very young. Junius had evidently been a great con- 
stitutional reader; does Sir Philip appear to have been 
such, from any of his writings — even the latest?" But to 
bring the matter at once to issue, Mr. Butler transcribes 
from the article on Junius, in the £dinbui^h Review, a 
passi^ from a publication, in which Sir Philip attacks 
Iiord Thnrlow; then, inserts a passage in which Junius 
attacks Lord Mansfield, and requests the reader will 
compare them; and, afterwards, compare the extract 
from Junius, with the passage on Hyder Ally's invasion 
of the Camatic, transcribed from one of Mr. Burke's 
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speeches; and aske, "will not he find the inferiority of Sir 
Philip BO great, as to render it impossible that be should 
have been the author of Junius's Letters? On theother 
hand, will he not find the dlfierence, me do not say in 
the styles, but in the minds of Junius and Burke, to be 
such, as to render it quite evident that Burke and Junius 
were not the same persona?" — Bviler't Reminis. i, 93. 

" I agree with my enl^htened and excellent friend 
Mr. Butler in many of his positions," says Mr. Barker; 
" those I shall pass over, and merely nodce such as 
require some obserTations. 

" Mr. Butler considers Junius to have been ' a man of 
rank, from the tone of equality which he seems to use 
quite naturally in his addresses to persons of rank, and 
in bis espressions respecting them,' and from the diffi- 
culty, which a man of an inferior rank would experience 
in maintaining this ' tone of equality.' Now, it is 
rather extraordinary that be should not have applied this 
remark to Sir Philip Francis, and seized it as a faxt 
and strong ai^ument against bis claims. For — 1. Sir 
Philip was ' a man of inferior rank;' 2. He was a man 
of inferior station, holding at the time an wtder-cierhshi^ 
in the War Office; 3. He must, at the age of twen^- 
seven (when the earliest known production of Junius 
appeared), be presumed not to have attained what Mr. 
Butler properly considers to be matter of difficult attain- 
ment, viz. 'the tone of equality' alluded to; 4. The 
humbling servility of office, and the habitual servitude of 
mind, connected with the daily performance of official 
duties, and the daily submission to superior authority, 
continued as they were for a series of years, most plainly 
demonstrate that Sir Philip could not possibly be the 
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Junins of high mmd, and of high ajiirit, and of high rank, 
and of elevated station, whom v>e seek." (p. 118). 

" He must be a bold man," adds Mr. Barker, "and , 
possess more boldness than judgment, who ventares to 
contend — unsupported by strong evidence,, against the 
deliberate, and Bolemn, and impartial authority of Dr. 
Parr and Mr. Butler, vho are most distinguished writers, 
and from their scholastic habits and professional pur- 
suits, most admirable judges of litei-ary composition and 
of legal evidence — that Sir Philip Francis, as a writer, is 
not injerior to Junius, and that the traces of equality are 
so Tisible in Sir Philip, as to justify him in identifying 
Sir Philip with Junius. Mr. Taylor has delivered such 
an opinion, before he was acquainted with the sentiments 
of those illustrious scholars; and it remains to be seen 
whether he will persevere in it, now that he has become 
acquainted with them. It is true that the able writer in 
the article ia the Edinburgh Review has expressed the 
same opinion as Mr, Taylor; but the Reviewer had not 
seen the opposite opinion of Dr. Parr and Mr. Butler, 
and the question is, whether the Reviewer would now 
hold and assert the same opinion? for it Is evident that 
he had not closely investigated the comparative merits 
of Junius and Sir Philip Prancis as writers; he contents 
himself with quoting four splendid passages from the 
writings of Sir Philip, all of which occur in Mr. Taylor's 
book, and from which he infers the general equality of 
style between the two woters." (p. 113). 

A writer in No. Ixv. of the North American Review, 
is also at issue with the Edinbai^h Reviewer, and urges 
the following objections gainst the the claim of Sir 
Philip Francis: — 
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" The pretenBJoiiB of Sir Philip were set forth a few 
years ago, in a volume entitled ' Janias Identified,' with 
all the strength which ingenuity and skill in reasoning 
could give them. This book was really an exceUent 
specimen of inductive argament, and to a snperficial 
reader, at first view, the evidence which it presents 
appears abeolntely overwhelming. Thu is owing to the 
art of the writer, in spreading a few casual coincidences 
over a great number of pages; in presendng the some 
argument in di&rent situations, and under different 
shapes, so as to give it apparently the force of many 
distinct proofs: in keeping totally out of view the most 
important objections against his theory, and in making 
&cta and circumstances bend to suit the strain of his 
reasoning. The evidence, which at first sight appeared 
so overpowering, becomes very insignificant on a close 
scrutinizing examination and comparison. It will give 
some idea of the manDcr in which the book is made up, 
when we say that more than sixty pages are occupied with 
a comparison between the IiCtters of Junius and a speech 
of Lord Chatham, said to have been reported by Sir 
Philip Francis. It would be entirely superfiuous at this 
time to expose the sophistry and contradictions of this 
work, but we will mention one instance of misrepresenta- 
tion as a specimen of the resL In ai^uing from the alleged 
similarity of Sir Philip's political views with those of 
Junius, the author quotes from one of Sir Philip's 
speeches, a sentiment in r^ard to the royal prerogaUve. 
He says, Sir Philip next observes, 'The prerogatives of 
the crown are not vested for his own sake in the person 
who wears it, but to ensure the execution of his office ; and 
then I ask, what power has the constitution reserved to 
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aay set of men to strip the crown of those prerogadres ?' 
—He then goes on to assert, that ' Jiinios takes the same 
view of the subject under the following figure: — 'The 
feather that adorns the royal bird, supports his flight. 
Strip him of his plumage, and yon fix him to the earth.' 
Now it happens, as any one may see on a reference to 
the context, and as would have appeared evident, if but 
the two previous sentences had been quoted, that Junius 
in using this simi]e, does not ' take the same view of the 
subject' in any sense; that he is not even speaking of the 
king's pren^tive at all, and far less attempting to define 
its firmness or extent. He is speaking of the royal 
honour, and the public credit. He says, 'The king's 
honour is that of the people. Their real honour and 
interest is the same. I am not contending for a vain 
punctilio, A clear, unblemished character comprehends 
not only the integrity that will not offer, but the spirit 
that will not submit to an injury; and whether it belongs 
to an individual or to a community, it is the foundation 
of peace, of independence, and of safety. Private credit 
is wealth; public honour is security. The feather that 
adorns, etc.' 

" An ailment is drawn from the similarity of Sir 
Philip's political views to those of Junius. This simi- 
larity is proved to exist in one or two instances, but there 
are also cases of marked disagreement. Sir Philip was 
an advocate for a more equal representation in the House 
of Commons. Junius, in a letter to Wilkes, condemns 
the projects for that purpose. In speaking of the Revo- 
lutionary contest. Sir Philip declared in the House of 
Commons, on the principles and in the language of Lord 
Chatham, that he rejoiced that America had resisted. 
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' If this b« B concesaion, these gentlemen are welcome to 
it. I do not beliere it will avail them. I rejoice (hat 
America resisted \ftth saccess, because it vaa a triumph 
ofunqueationablerightoTer outrageous wrong; of courage 
and virtue, over tyranny and force.' 
• ' " How do these sentiments agree with the opposition 
of Junius to Lord Chatham's language, principles, and 
conduct, on this very subject, and with his unqualified 
assertions that the noble Lord, and those who acted with 
him were encouraging rebellion in the colonies? How 
do they comport with what Junius says of the 'Stamp 
Act?" 'The people who were most clamorous against it 
never understood, or wilfully misrepresented it.'" 

" It seems to be quite certain," observes Mr. Barker, 
" that Sir Philip Francis had no private pecuniary 
resources beyond the emolument of his clerkship in the 
War Office, which Mr. Taylor estimates, and I dare say 
correctly enough, at 400i. a-jear. Now, from various 
passages in the private letters of Junius to Woodfall, it is 
apparent that Junius had good pecuniary resources; for 
he assures his printer that he shall be indemnified for 
any expenses which the latter migh incur by prosecutions 
for libel. But had Sir Philip Francis this command 
of money,' — an inferior clerk in the War Office? It is 
impossible to believe it; and if Mr. Taylor expects me 
to believe it, he is required to produce his authority to 
substantiate the inference, or his evidence to prove the 
fact. 2. A very little consideration will satisfy us, that, 
in order to evince the authorship of Sir Philip, Mr, 
Taylor has not only to shew that Sir Philip could com- 
mand any sum necessary for paying the expenses of a 
public trial, but to demonstrate that he could spare from' 
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his Tei7 limited income the cash, which would be wanted 
to bring ont the Lettere, in paying for pen, ink, and 
paper, in collecting political information and pnrate 
news, in paying postage and carriage and porter^e, in 
remunerating waiters, and in attending tavems, and in 
a hundred other respects, which would materially abridge 
an annual income of 400/. 3. Mr. Taylor has not 
undertaken to establish that Sir Philip, if the writer of 
the Letters, had the pecuniary support of any political 
party, of that he was identified with any political party 
in feelings and in designs. 

" So much course, so much talent, so mnch experience 
of life, so mnch knowledge of the world, so perfect an 
aoquaintance with official characters and official business, 
with public men and private individuals, with the history 
of the times, the course of passing transactions, the 
secret motives for ministerial measures, and the secret 
biography of great statesmen; so much knowledge of 
city politics and court manoeuvres, were required from 
him, who should undertake the task of writing the Let- 
ters of Junius, combined with the necessity of disguising 
his handwriting, that an inferior clerk in the War Office, 
habituated to 'the insolence of office' by long servitude, 
would have shrunk with horror at the thought of making 
even the attempt." (p. 166). 

Mr. Taylor admits that Sir Philip, when a yonth, 
acquired no more than the rudiments of learning in his 
native country, Ireland, which he quitted altogether 
when he was only (en i/ears old, and therefore the strong 
presumptive evidence which has been adduced to prove 
that Junius must have been an Irishman, or, educated 
at thd University of Dublin, will not apply to him, 
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for he never was at any University; and he quitted 
Ireland at such a tender age, as to render it morally im- 
poesible that he could have previously acquired that 
extensive, minute, and local knowledge of Irish families, 
aiFairfi, and traditions, which forms one of the most 
remarkable characteristics of Junius. 

Another difficulty, in which Mr. Taylor places him- 
self, ia in respect to Welbore Ellis, Esq., the late Lord 
Mendip, who was the early patron of Sir Philip Francis, 
and has received the unmeasured abuse of Junius. Aiter 
the patront^, which Sir Philip Francis had in early 
life experienced from Lord Chatham and Lord Mendip, 
and after the severity, with which they had been treated 
by Junius, any attempt to identify Sir Philip and Junius, 
■/ successful, would be only to procure for Sir Philip 
literary reputation by the total sacrifice of public and 
private character; — to proeerbialise his name, memorialise 
his crimes, and eternise kit infamy, (p. 171). 

"Acause, however ingeniously pleaded," says Sir Wal- 
ter Scott, "is not therefore gained. You may remember 
the neatly-wrought chain of circiunstantial evidence, so 
artificially brought forward to prove Sir Philip Francis's 
title to the Letters of Junius seemed at first irrefrsgible, 
yet the influence of the reasoning has passed away, and 
Junius, in the general opinion, is as much unknown 
as ever." — Introductory Epistle to the " Fortunes of Nigel." 
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Proud was his tone, but calm ; liis eye 
Had that compelling digni^, 
His mien that bearing haught and high 
Which common spirits fear. 

Sir W. ScoU. 



Mb. Fox used to say, that "although he would not take Sinole- 
Sfbech HiHiLTOH Bgainst the field, he would bet him agunat 
any single horse."— On the supposition we have just stated, 
might not the same bet, with a greater chance of success, have 
been laid upon Loan Geohqe ? 

BulUr'i 
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CHAPTER VIII. 

Lord George SackviUe tuspected of being the Author of the 
Letters of Juniua on their finit appearance. — Account of 

Mr. Coventry's " Critical Enquiry," in support of hit Lord- 
Bhip'B claim. — Several circumstances stated in favour of 
his hypotheais. — Sketch of Lord George SackvUle'a life. — 
His birth and education shewn to be consistent with certuu 
apparent contradictions concerning Jimiufl. — Enter? the 
Army. — His desire to imitate the heroes of Homer. — The 
study of Homer shewn to have a tendency to engender a 
spirit of revenge. — Accompanies his father to Paris. — Is 
appointed Lieutenant-colonel, and disttnguishes himself at 
the battles of Detdngen, Fontenoy, and Culloden. — Is 
actively employed by the Duke of Cumberland in sup- 
pressing the Rebellion of I74S. — The sentiments of Lord 
George and Junius shewn to correspond respecting the 
Scots and the Duke of Cumberland.— Attends the Duke of 
Cumberland in the campaigns of 1747 and 1746. — Enters 
Parliament as member for Dover. — Accompanies bis father 
when agtun appointed Lord-lieutenant of Ireland as hit Chief 
Secretary. — Lord Orford's account of their administration.— 
Marries Miss Sambrook. — Is appointed Major-general — 
Anecdote of his Lordship end Whitfield. — Is appointed 
Lieutenant-general and a Privy-counsellor. — Lord Orford's 
description of his great abilities and influence. — Attends 
the Duke of Marlborough in the expedition to St, Malo, and 
afterwards with the army to Germany. — Becomes Commander 
of the British forces under Prince Ferdinand of Brunswick, 
on the death of the Duke of Mailborough. — Lord Granby 
second in command. — Peculiar knowledge shewn by Junius 
of Lord Granby's character. 
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"I've been so long Teraember'd, I'm forgot" 



On tbe first appearance of the Lettera of JnniuB, this 
nobleman was suspected, and, \a terms which conld not 
be misunderstood, treated as their author; ^et, neither 
at that time, nor at any subsequent period of his life, was 
he ever known to deny tbe imputation. — The pretensions 
however of other claimants, and the dlscussioDs that 
arose respecting them, for some time diverted the atten- 
tion of the public to other objects; but the publication 
of Mr. Woodiall's Junius disclosed so many incidental 
circumstances tending to corroborate his Lordship's claim, 
that public attention was ^;iun awakened to the snbject, 
and several writers have since become his advocates. 
In 1825, Mr. George Coventry published "A Critical 
Enquiry regarding the real Author of the Letters ofJuniut, 
proving them to have been written hy Lord Viscount Saeh- 
otHe." — And in 1S2S, another work was published, at 
Boston in America, entitled, ''Juniui Unmasked, or Lord 
George SachviUe proved to be Junius." 

We have seen with what confidence Mr. Taylor, sup- 
ported by the writer in the Edinburgh Review, and also 
Atticns SecnnduB, have expressed their opinions that 
Sir Philip Francis was entitled to the laurels of Junius; 
but Mr. Coventry, nothing daunted by this formidable 
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arra; of authorities, boldlj^ claims for Lord George 
Sackville the glorious prize. — "I Bubmit," sajs tie, 
"my inquiiy to the public, with confidence, that this 
grand literary deaidentum is hot Ailly established; the 
mTStery nnravelled; and that the veil which has so long 
obscared the person of this illustrious writer, ia removed 
for ever." Amid such conflicting opinions it might be 
deemed presumptuous to pronounce any judgment on the 
case, especially as that able and cautious investigator, 
Mr. Charles Butler, seems no better satlsBed with Mr. 
Coventry's performance than with the labours of Sir Philip 
Francis's advocates; for he thus criticises Mr. Covenify's 
book : — "In this work, Mr. Coventry has collected, with 
surprising industry, every particle in the public or private 
letters of Junius, and every act and word of Lord 
George Sackville, which can be brought to prove his 
lordship's identity with Juuius, He succesBJully shews, 
that all who appear to have been peculiarly esteemed, 
loved, despised, or bated by Junius, were particularly 
esteemed, loved, despised, or hated by Lord George. 
He m^itions several coincidences, and other circum- 
stances &vouTable to his hypothesis; but all he says, 
seems to the present writer to fall very short of establish- 
ing his hypothesis." — Butler's ReminU. ii. 123. 

Mr. Coventry, however, not <Hily strenuously cob- 
t^ds that Lord George was Junius, but that — "his 
name, which before was buried in comparative obscuriqr, 
wiU, in c<»iseqaence of his discovery, be handed down 
to posterity with as much dignity and splendour as other 
brandies of his noble family, who stand pre-eminent in 
the literary world, for their talents, learning, and sound 
judgment" Now, without stepping to inquire whether 
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the ciToumHtance of identifying his liOrdBhip with Juaiiu 
would derogate from the dignity, or tsrnish the spleadonr 
of hie iUuatrious name, we ma; be permiUed to express 
a doDbt whether it would not entitle him to the diaracter 
given by Lord Clarendon of Hampden: — "What was 
said of Cinna might well be applied to him; he had a 
head to contrive, a tongue to persnade, and a hand to 
execute any miBcbief." 

In coDsidenng the claims of Lord Oeoi^ SackviUe, 
it is to be noticed that, although Junius comments freely 
on the characters and conduct of most of the eminent 
pofttical and military characters of his time, yet, in the 
genuine edition of the Letters, edited by the author himself, 
there is not to be found any mention whatever of Lord 
Geoi^ Sackville, or the slightest allusion to his actions 
or character; and this we cannot but consider a circnm- 
stance &vourable to the hypothesis of his being the anthor 
of the Letters; for, by observing a total sllraice respecting 
himself he avoided all risk of inadvertently betraying 
his own secret.* But there is not the same paucity of 
information respecting his Lordship's friends and ene- 
mies; on the contrary, it can be satisfiictorily shewn, 
that the enemies and friends of Junius were also those 
of liord George. This seems another strong circum- 
stance in his &vour. We also find that Sir William 
Draper at first divided his suspicion between this noble- 
man and Mr. Burke; and npon the personal and une- 
quivocal denial of the Latter, he transferred them enUrelg 

* Mr. Washington Irving, in giving an account of his virit to 
Sir Walter Scott, at Abbotaford, obierreB, "one proof to me of 
his being the author of the Waverley Novels, vaa, that he never 
adverted to them." 
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lo Lord George. It appears that he ■was likewiee sm- 
pected hf other persona in the highest nuHtary circles^ 
There hia martial knowledge and great talents were 
best known and appreciated. Mr. Wood&ll, it seems, 
also suspected him; for upon Mr. Coventry asking his 
son to ioform him candidly whether he belieTed his 
fether was acquainted with the name of his corre- 
spondent, he replied, " that to a certainty he was not, 
although his father at times suspected Lord George 
Sackville." 

In a work called the Hoyal Register (vol. vi. 181), 
written by William Combe (better known ae the autlfor 
of the Tour of Dr. Syntax), and published in 1781, is 
the following passage: "At this period, the remarkable 
writings of Junius first made their appearance in the 
public papers J and the conjectures of many curious 
politicians rested for a long time upon Lord George 
SackvtUe as the author of them. The spirit with which 
these Letters were written, the penetration they dis- 
covered, the matter they unfolded, the objects lo which 
their severity was directed, and the powerful language 
in which the whole was clothed, found a very suspected 
origin in the extensive abilities of this nobleman." 

It lias been justly remarked, that this early general 
suspicion is of much weight, since many reasons for it 
might then have existed which are now loet^ and since 
contemporaries were the best judges of talents, motives, 
and all the probabilities of the case. 

In addition to all this, there is to be found, in a private 
letter written by Junius to Woodlall (July 21st, 1709), 
the following most extraordinary paragraph; — 

" That Swinny is a wretched, but a dangerous fool. 



n,gn,-PrihyGt)t)'^le 



LORD OBOBOB 81CKT1LLB. 229 

He had the impudence to ^ to Lord G. Sackville, 
whom he had neTer spoken to, and to ask him whether 
«r no be was the author of JnnioB — take care of him." — 
Woodfaai Jvnifu, i. 174. 

" This letter," observes Dr. Good, " is, in bet, one of 
the most carioos of the whole coUectiou. If written bjr 
Lord Geoi^ SackviUe, it settles the point at once; and, 
if not written by him, presupposes an acquaintance with 
bis Lordship's family, his sentiments, and his coimexions, 
.so intimate as to excite no small degree of astonishment. 
Jjfuius was informed of Swinny's having called apon 
Ijord George Sackville a fete hours ajter hit oaU, and he 
knew that before thii line he bad never spoken to him in 
his life." It is therefore certain, that this nobleman, if 
not Junius himself, most have been in habits of close 
aod intimate friendship with him. It also shews that 
Junius knew him to be suspected, without denying, as in 
the case of the author of the " Whig," etc, that he was 
suspected wrongfully. 

The question has often been asked — " Who was the 
Swinny mentioned in Janius'e letter to Wood&ll?" and 
it is rather remarkable to find, that Mr. Woodiall's 
editor is totally silent on the subject, thongh it is evident, 
from the manner in which Junins expresses himself, that 
Swinny was well known to Woodfall. Mr, Charles 
Butler heard that Swinny was aflenearda a bookseller at 
Birmingham. Bat in a letter he wrote to Mr. E. H. 
Barker, on the 14th June 1828, he saya: "A letter from 
a gentleman, upon whose accuracy I can rely, informs 
me, that the Mr. Swinny who is mentioned in Jnnius'B 
Letten, was a clergyman, who had been attached to the 
Russian embassy, and had afterwards been aHaehed to an 
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English regtmatt tervntg m Qermamy; and that apon his 
return to England, be was frequently at the Treasury 
and its esTirons; and that be was a carrier of new Intel- 
ligence to and from different peraone." 

"Tbe particalar individnal alluded to by Junius," 
obaerrea Mr. Barker (p. 280), " I suspect to bave been 
the author mentioned in Dr. Watts's Biblialheea Brtia»- 
HJca.— <8winny Sidney, D.D. F.R. and A.8.S. The 
Battle of Minden, a poem, in three books. London, 4to. 
lOf. — A Sennon. London, 1767, 4to. \a.' At any rate, 
the author of a poem on the Batik of Sfinden has more 
i^parent connexion with Lord Geor^ Backrille than a 
bookseller; there must have been to an author a greater 
fiicili^ of access than to a bookseller." 

We shall now submit to the reader a sketch of Lord 
Oeoi^ Sackrille's life, pointing out, as we proceed, such 
&ctB and circumstances as tend to prove bis identity with 
the audita of JuniuH. 

Lord Oeo^ Sackville was the youngest son of 
Lionel, first Duke of Dorset, by Elizabeth, daa^iter of 
Lieutenant-colonel Colyear, and was bom on the 26th 
June 1716, in the Haymarket, where his father at that 
time resided. He received his name from George tbe 
ViiBt, who was his god&ther, and condescended to 
honour with his presence the ceremony of the &vonred 
in&nt's baptism. His eariy yean were passed at West- 
minster School, where be distii^msbed himself, with 
other young noblem^i and gentlemen, % recidng veraea, 
both in Latin and English, on the coronation of George 
the Second and his Queen, on the 18th February 173^ 
at which period he was little more than eleven years 
old. His inquisitive mind, we are told, soon became 
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stored with useful information; and he was thoroughly 
groanded in the classics. Xatarally endowed with a 
strong memory, he rarely forgot clrcuniBtancee or events 
that attracted his attention, English history was his 
delight; and he passed all bis examinations with credit 
to himself and his inetractors. On entering his four- 
teenth year, he left the School to accompany his father, 
the Duke of Dorset, who wrat to Ireland as Lord- 
lieutenant in 1730; and in order to ingratiate himself 
with the Hibernians, the Duke sent his son, Lord 
Oeorge, to fiaith his edacatiott at Trinity College, DttbUit, 
where be was placed under the tuition of Dr. Wbitcombe 
and Mr. Molloy, — the one a senior, and the oUier a 
junior fellow of that nuirereity. Here our young student 
soon made a rapid proficiency in literature; and he 
quitted the university with great reputation. 

The first remark we have to offer as connecting Lord 
Geoi^ with Junius, is, that we here find the birth and 
education of his lordship to be perfectly eofuistent both 
with ^e reiterated assertion of Junius that he was an 
Englishman, and the apparently contradictory concltuion 
drawn by the critics Irom the phraseology, and other 
internal evidence afforded by the Letters, that their 
author must have been an Irishman, or educated at the 
luiversity of DubUn, and not at either of the English 
nntversities. Thit it more than can be affrmed of any 
other claimant, and ii altogether a very cwHoiu and remark- 
able coineidenee. 

It is said that Lord George's classical stndiea, and his 
partiality for tlie Iliad, inspired bis ardent mind with a 
desire of performing achievements similar to those of the 
heroes of old, and determined him to devote himself to a 
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military lite; and be aocardiogly obtained a commtssioD 
in tbe army on the 11th July 1737. 

As tbe moBt BtrikJng characteristic of the Letters of 
JuniaB is imiTersBllj admitted to be tke malignant tpirit 
of revenge and habrtd irhicb they exhibit, it may not be 
naimportant to present the reader with tbe sentiments of 
a competent authority as to the impression likely to be 
made on a young and ardent mind by tbe study o( tbe 
Homeric poems. 

"In Homer," says Mr. Foster, "tbe student will find 
the mightiest strain of poetry employed to represent fero- 
cious courage as the greatest of virtues, and those who 
do not possess it, as worthy of their &te, to be trodden 
in the dust. He will be taught, at least it will not be the 
lanit of the poet if he is not taught, to forgive a heroic 
spirit for finding tbe sweetest luxury in insulting dying 
pangs, and imagining tbe tears and despair of distant 
parents or wives. He will be incessantly called upon 
to woTikip revenge, the real dmnitif of the Iliad— in com- 
parison of which the Thunderer of Olympus is but a 
despicable pretender to power." — Eitays, ii. 137. 

In 1736, Lord George accompanied his father to Paris, 
where be acquired a thorough knowledge of the French 
language; which is another of Jnnius'a qualifications, as 
appears from tbe manner in which he criticised Lord 
Rochford's French style in one of his letters. 

" Dr. Parr, who detected ' Gallicisms' in Junius, ex- 
pressly declares that ' Francis uniformly writes English,' 
and this is the very highest authority," says Mr. Barker, 
"to which I can appeal on tbe subject, because I have 
bed abundant opportunities of observing, and possess 
many proo& of tbe facts, that Dr. Parr looked at com- 
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positions with the accuracy of a grammarian, the knoW' 
ledge of a philologist, and the judgment of a critic." — 
Barker'ii Letters, p. 123. 

In a letter dated 23d April 1768, Junius remarks, " I 
remember seeing Bassambaaro, Saurez, Molina, and a 
Bcore of other Jesuitieal books, burnt at Paris, for their 
sound easuiitry, hj the hands of the common hangman." 
An "old correspondent," in the Gentleman's Magazine 
for October 1627, says he had discovered that the Jesuit- 
ical books, twenty-four in number, were burnt by the 
common hangman in Paris, on August 7th, 1761. "The 
question," says Mr. Coventry, " is, whether this confla- 
gration is the one alluded to by Junius, or whether it 
was one of an earUer date? That it cannot be the one 
alluded to by Junius, is, I think, evident from the cir- 
cumstance, that we were at open hostility with France at 
the era in question; so that it would have been next to 
an impossibility that Junius should have been in Paris 
at the said confii^ratioo, unless he were a prisoner of 
war: even then, it is not likely that his quarters would 
have been in the capital, — on reference to La Vie de 
Bassambaum, I find there have been several conflagrations 
of his works : one Sept. 9th, 1767, another on March 
10th, 1768; and probably several other times at an earlier 
period. Lord George Sackville might, therefore, hare 
seen the Jesuitical books mentioned by Junius burnt 
at Paris during this, or at some subsequent, visit to 
France." — Preface to Barker's Letters, p. 22. 

In 1740, Lord Geoi^e was appointed a Iieut»)ant- 
colonel of the 28th regiment of foot ; and, in 1742, he 
accompanied Geot^e the Second to Hanover, and dis- 
tinguished himself at the battle of Dettingen. There 
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were also present 8t this battle, Lord Townsend and 
Lord Gnmby, which accounts for the intimate know- 
ledge ahewn by Junius of the characters of these two 
noblemen ; for we find him, in hie letter of 26th August 
1767, wben speaking of Lord Townsend, and his brotiier 
Mr. Charles Townsend, making use of this remarkable 
language: " I am not a stranger to this par tuAile Jmtntm. 
I hate atrved under the one, and have boon forty times 
promised to be served Jy the other;" — if this be not pure 
fiction, it proves not only that Janins was a military 
man, but also a person of rank and conseqneDce, t^ 
Mr. Charles Townsend having promised to serve (under) 
him. 

Shortly after this battle. Lord Oeor^ was appointed 
one of his Majesty's aids-de-camp, served in the cam- 
paign of 1744, and was present at the battle of Fontenoy, 
where he was wounded in the breast by a mnsket-ball, 
and thrown upon a wagon with many others. He ever 
atterwards preserved the uniforu which he wore. on that 
day, bearing on it the mark of the ball, and other bullet 
holes in the skirt of the coat. On the breaking out of 
thie Rebellion in Scotland in 1745, Lord George accom- 
panied the Duke of Cumberland, on his proceeding to 
the North to take the command of the army gainst the 
rebels ; and on the 10th February 1746, they arrived in 
the neighbourhood of Edinburgh, of which they soon 
gfuned possession. Leaving a sufficient garrison in that 
city, the royal army pushed on to Stirling Castle, Falkirk, 
and Inverness, and afUr encountering great fatigue and 
harassing mardies, they came up with the Pretender at 
Culloden, where the fate of that unfortunate prince was 
decided. Here Lord George greatly distinguished him- 
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self; and aa a testimony of the Duke's approbation of 
hie conduct, he was promoted to the colonelcy of the 20th 
regiment. He was then eetit to Perth, and during the 
absence of Major-general Skelton, held the responsible 
situation of Commander-in-chief of his Majesty's forces. 
The extreme rigour exercised by the Duke of Cumberland 
towards the adherents of the house of Stuart, and the 
severe measures he adopted to crush the rebellion, ac- 
quired for him the appellation of the Batcher; and ire 
may learn the methods he employed to effect his purpose 
from a letter written by an officer of his army, published 
in the Gentleman's Mi^adne for June 1746, in which the 
writer says: "Great numbers, especially the Camerons, 
Macdonalds, Grants, and Frazers, wert peifidious, often 
promised to surrender, appointing their own time, and 
as often broke their words; which has obliged his Royal 
Highness to lay the rod more heavy upon them, by carrj/iny 
^e ani neori through their country, and drawing off their 
cattle, which we bring to our camp in great quantities, 
sometimes 2000 in a drove. In short, we have detach- 
ments at present in all parts of the Highlands; and the 
people are deservedly in a most deplorable way, and naut 
periih either by sword or famine. A jutt reward for 
traitors." 

From this statement, written by an eye-witness of the 
scenes he describes, it appears that Smollett was little 
indebted to poetical embellishment for the incidents 
detailed in his beautiful and pathetic lament, — "The 
Tears of Scotland." 

Mourn, hapless Caledoaia'. mourn 
Thy banished peace thy lauiels lora; 
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Thy soni, for valonr long renown'd. 

Lie ibughtered on their native ground; 

Thy hotpitable roofii no more 

Inrite the itranger to the door; 

In imoky ruin« Bunk they lie, 

The monumenta of cruelty. 
We nov call the reader's atteotioii to the wsf in which 
Junins speaks of Lord Geoi^ Sackville's old com- 
mander the Duke of Cumberland, in his zealous defence 
of Sir Jeffrey Amherst, who, we shall shew, was also 
the intimate friend of Lord Oeoi^. In a letter written 
by Junius under the signature of Valerius, 23d Angnst 
1768, the following pass^e occurs: — 

"As a part of this s^rstem, and in order to give it a 
due roundness and relief, it was thonght proper not only 
to afiront living merit, but to insult and trample upon 
the sacred ashes of the dead. It was not forgot under 
whose patronage Sir Jeffrey Amherst first appeared in the 
world. It was not forgot that he was one of the many 
public benefits derived to this country from thai great 
school of mililarj/ knowledge and loyal tentimenU, the family 
of the late Duke of Cumberland. Here was a glorioas 
opportunity of cherishing a true friend to despotism, 
Lord Bontetort, and at the same time of insulting the 
memory of him who had been the heavy ecourffe, and (it 
was once hoped) the final destroyer of that cause," 

The vimlence displayed by Junius against the Scotch 
is notorious; and that Lord George also thoroughly 
detested that people and their country, is evident from 
one of his letters, written on the 6th October 1746, 
from Perth, to his friend Major Younge, in which 
he says: — "All I pray for is, that I may never have 
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I any more, to visit those nortlierti hlllB, for I 
Aink nothing but another rebellion can ever call me 
there again." 

On a debate in the House of Commons many years 
afterwards, respecting a bill for limiting the time for 
soldiers to serve in the army. Lord George took occasion, 
totally nnconnected with the subject, to introduce his 
opinion of the treachery of the Scotch ; and the following 
passage must forcibly remind the reader of Junins's 
abuse of that nation In his celebrated Letter to the King. 

" I will go further, sir: I will say, that if you should 
shorten the time, it might endanger the present eslab' 
lishment. We know, and I am sorry to say, that 
we have many great iamilies disaffected to our present 
happy establishment, especially in the North, and among 
the highlands of Scotland. The;^ have a commanding 
infiuenee over all those of their clan, and all the farms 
within their estates} they would prevail with, or rather 
command, every young fellow, whose father had any 
dependence upon them, to enlist and serve his time in 
the army; and by this means, they might provide them- 
selves with a great number of disciplined soldiers, to be 
employed for overturning our present establishment, as 
soon as an opportunity odered. It is well known that 
the disaffected chiefs in the highlands of Scotland made 
use of the independent companies kept np in that country 
for this very purpose; and since the breaking of those 
companies, they have made use of the Scottish r«^mcnts 
in the Dntch service for the same purpose. 

" It was this that made the late Rebellion so formidable, 
and at first so successfiil. That army of rebels was not 
made up of shepherds, or fellows just taken from the 
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plough, as it was repree«tited thrpngb ignorance or 
destgn, by the friends to the goTerninent here; it was 
chiefly composed of diBcipIined soldiers, and commanded 
by noblemen and gentlemen of rank and courage, though 
I believe, of ao great fortune ; and if this bill should 
pass into a law, we may soon expect to hear of such 
another army appearing in bronr of the Preloider." 

On the termination of die campaign in Scotland, Lord 
Oeorge proceeded with his re^ment to Dover Castle, 
where he stud to recruit daring the Christmas holidays. 
In the two ensuing campaigns of 1747 and 1748, he 
again accompanied his old commander the Duke of 
Cumberland to the Continent, who aent him on a misdon 
to Marsha] Saxe, to conclude a general armistice between 
the armies; which mission his Lordship performed to the 
entire satis&ction of the Duke. Upon his return home 
he took his seat in parliament as member for Dover, 
although the family were in possession of boron(^ of 
their own. It can scarcely be necessary to remind the 
reader, that Junios in his private correspcmdence with 
Wilk«8, and on several other occasions, expresses the 
greatest abhorrence at the idea of extirpating rotten 
boroughs, and on all occasions displays the sentiments of 
a thoroughbred boronghmonger. According to Cobbett's 
Farliamentafy Debates, his Lordship made his first speech 
in parliament during the year 1730, on a clause in the 
Mutiny Bill, which evinces great talent, and a thorough 
knowledge of all the points he spoke to. On the 1st of 
November 1749, he was promoted to the colonelcy ot 
the 12th regiment of Dr^oons, and in January 1750, 
was made Colonel of the king's regiment of Horse Cara- 
bineers in Ireland. In the following year, 1751, lie 
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went over to Ireland in the capacity of secretary to hii 
&tbcr the Duke of Dorset, who wae ag&in appointed 
Lord-lieutenaot ; but a quarrel having ensued between 
their administration and the Irish parliament, the &mily 
became disgusted, returned to England, and never went 
over atlierwardB. 

Lord Orford in " The Memoirs of the last Ten Years 
of Qeorge the Second," gives the following account of 
the administration of the Duke of Dorset, asd his son, in 
Ireland:— "Lord Harrington was succeeded is the Lord- 
lieutenancy by Lionel Duke of Dorset, who was a man 
of caution, dignity, and plausibility, and who had for- 
merly ruled Ireland to their univeraal satisfaction. But 
he then acted for himself j he was now in the hands of 
two men most unlike himself, his youngest son. Lord 
Geoj^e Sackville, and Dr. George Stone, the Primate 
oflrelaud. The /ormer a man of very tottnd parts, of dif 
tingvithed hratery, and of as lumowable eloquence ; Imt hot, 
haughty, ambitious, and obstinate." 

It was in allusion to this era, that the writer of a 
political article, dated 22d October 1767 (erroneously 
attributed to Junius), and published by Wood&U among 
the Miscellaneous Letters of Junius (No. 7), says, " I 
believe the best thing I can do will be to consult with 
my Lord Geoi^e Sackville. His character is known 
aod respected in Ireland, as much as it is here; and I 
know he lovea to be stationed in the rear as well as 
myself." 

This is the only instance in which Lord George 
Saokville ia either mentioned, or alluded to, in the 
whole of the Letters, public or private, attributed to 
the andior of Junins (except the extraordinary letter 
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relating to Sffinnf), and the diepar^ng alluBiun in 
this letter has been brought forward as a strong ai^- 
inent against Lord Oeoi^'s claim; bnt both Mr. Butler 
and Mr. Coventry doubt the authenticity of this paper, 
which is in the form of a dialogue, and entitled, " Grand 
Council upon the Afiaire of Ireland, after eleven adjoam- 
mente;" and if it conld be proved to be genuine, we 
conceive so slight an allusion to his disgrace might have 
been written by Lord Oeofge, for the express purpose of 
more effectually misleading the suspicions of the public; 
and if so, it has, in a surprising degree, answered its 
intended purpose. 

In 1 754, Lord Geoi^ married Miss Diana Sambrooke, 
who was second daughter and co-heiress of John Satn- 
brooke, Esq., of Hertfordshire; by whom he had two 
sons, Charles, the present Dake of Dorset, and George, 
and three daughters, Diana, Elizabeth, and Caroline. 

In the year 1765, his Lordship was promoted to the 
rank of Major-general ; in the. spring of 1757 we find 
him commanding the detachment of troops stationed at 
Bi^leswade, in Bedfordshire; and in the autumn of the 
same year he commanded the camp near Chatham, at 
which period, Captiun Smith, father of Admiral Sir Sidney 
Smith, was his aid-de-camp. During this encampment, 
Mr. Whitfield came to Chatham to offer his spiritual 
services to the soldiers, and Captain Smith brought tie 
following message to his Lordship: "My Lord, Mr. Whit- 
field is come hither; and sends his respects by me to 
your Lordship, and requests that he may have yonr pe^ 
mission to preach in the camp." His Lordship replied: 
" Make my compliments to Mr. Whitfield, and tell him 
from me, that he may preach anything to my soldiers, 
that is not contrary to the articles of war." 
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Oq the 26tb January 1758, Lord George was nomi- 
nated Lieatenant-general of h!s Majes^'s forces, Lieu- 
tenant-general of the Ordnance, and awom a Member 
of the Privy Council; and Lord Orfordthus notices him 
in hJB Memoirs : — 

" 1758. Lord Geoi^ Sackville was now rising to a 
principal figure. Hia abilities in the House of Commons, 
and bis interest with Pitt, ga«e him great weight in 
goremment, and everything seemed to promise him the 
first rank in the army, where, since the depression of 
Conway, he stood without a rival. Marshal Ligonier 
was very old, and was goTemed by him; and by his Mat 
in the Ordnance and his own address, he began to balance 
Fox in the direction of the Dnke of Marlborough. But 
his impetuous temper was not to be restrained," 

From Lord Orford's Memoirs, we learn, that Lord 
Geor^ possessed, at this time, great infiuence in arrang- 
ing different administrations; and Lord Orford enters 
minutely into the cabinet differences between Lord Bute, 
the Duke of Bedford, and the Earl of Chatham ; by 
which it appears, that Lord George was the most pro- 
minent character of the day, without whose advice or 
knowledge, it seemed impossible for the ministry to act 
OQ any important occasion ; so that we cease to wonder 
at the intelligence Junius evinces on all affairs connected 
with the Court, when we become acquainted with the 
high political station in which Lord George once moved. 
Neither can we be surprised at his acrimony and in- 
vective i^inst those very men who once looked up to 
him fi>r advice, when they afterwards so ungenerously 
united in aiding his downfall. 

In 1759, a strong Beet was equipped, which carried 



D,gn,-.rihyG00^le 



342 LORD 080BGB 8ACKVII.LB. 

au ami; of 14,000 lundsnieii and 6000 marines. The 
Duke of Marlboroagb, on whom Lord Greorge SackTille 
conld not avoid attending, was appointod General; and 
the transports, which for some days were kept back by 
contrary winds, anchored on tb(^ 5tb in Cancale Bay, 
near St. Malo, where the troops landed without oppo- 
sition; but the commanders discovered that the town 
was BO strongly ntoated, and approachable only by a 
narrow causeway, that after burning a parcel of small 
vessels, they returned to their ships; and the French 
learned that they were not to be conquered by every 
Duke of Marlborough. It is certain that both the Duke 
and Lord Geoi^ were so' rick of naval expedidons, 
that after parading before Granville and Cheiborg, they 
returned with the fleet to St. Helen's, and soon after- 
vrards they both set out for the army in Germany, where 
the Duke took the command of the English forces, Pitt 
had offered Lord George the command of the expedi- 
tion to St. Cas, but his Lordship iKplied, " he teas tired 
of btKcaneering." To avoid this service, he insisted on 
going to Germany; but Pitt did not forget Lord George's 
sarcasm on his expeditions. While our army in Germany 
lay on the defensive, the &tal distempers incident to a 
camp cturied off the Dnke of Marlborough. The com- 
mand of the English oonsequently devolved on Lord 
Geoi^ SackviUe, between whom and Prince Ferdinand, 
the commander-in-chief, there was by no means any 
cordiality. "Both," lAserves Lord Orford, "liked to 
govern, — neither was disposed to be governed. Prince 
Ferdinand had gained an ascendency over the Dnke of 
Marlborough; and Lord Granby, the next in rank to 
Lord Oeoi^e, was an honest, open-hearted young man, 
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of undaunted coorage, and no capacity ; and if he wanted 
anj^ other recommendation to Prince Ferdinand, besides 
these ductile qnalities, he drank as profusely as a German, 
Lord George's havghlmest hit this young man, as he had 
the Duke of Marlborough. Prince Ferdinand knew 
better how to bend to domineer." 

It is evident that Junius was well acquainted with the 
unfortunate propensity of Lord Granby, alluded to by 
Lord Orford, for when Sir William Draper in one of 
his letters says: — "Lord Granby is next attacked for 
not performing his promises and engagements. Where are 
Junins's proofs? Although I could give some instances 
where a breach of promise would be a virtue, especially 
in the case of those who would pervert the open onsus- 
pected momenta of convivial mirth into sly insidious 
applications for preferment or party systems, and would 
endeavonr to surprise a good man, who cannot bear to 
see any leave him dissatisfied, into unguarded promises;" 
Junius immediately retorts: — "It is you. Sir William, 
who have taken pains to represent your friend in the 
character of a drmthen landlord, who deals out his pro- 
mises as liberally as bis liquor, and will suffer no man 
to leave his table either sorrowful or sober, — none but 
an inliraate friend, who must frequently have seen him in 
these unhappy, disgraceful moments, could have described 
him BO well." The concluding remark will probably be 
thought as much applicable to Junius as to Sir William 
Draper. 
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THE BATTLE OF MINDEN, 

AND rra cOHicairKNcEa to 

LORD GEORGE SACKVILLE. 



Charge, CheBter, charge! on Stanley on! 
Were the last words of Mannion. 

Sir Walter ScoU. 

By heaven 1 it ib a splendid right to aee 
(For ona who hath no friend, no brother there) 
Their rival scarfB of mix'd embroidery ; 
Their various arms that glitter in the air I 
What gallant war-hounds rouse them trom their lair 
And gnash their fangs, loud yelling for the prey- 
All join the chase, but few the triumph share ; 
The grave shall bear the chiefest prize away. 



And fired with all the pride of birth. 
He wept a soldier's injured name. 

Sir Walter Scolu 

Farewell the neighing steed, and the shrill trump ; 
The spirit- stirring drum, the ear-pieri»ng fife, 
The royal banner, and all quality, 
Pride, pomp, and eircumstance of glorious war. 
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CHAPTER IX. 

Retrospectire view of Lord Geotge's life. — Remarfcg on the nature 
and tendency of the preeent Inquir;.— 'LordOrford'aacconnt 
of Lord Geoige'a conduct at the battle of Minden. — Lord 
George anivea in England, and demands a ccnn1>4nartiaL — 
HiB letter to Lord Banington, tecretary-at-war. — Mt. E. H. 
Barker's obaervatjona on Junius's attack upon Lord Bar- 
ringtOD. — The lentimenti of Junius and Lord George shewn 
to coincide reipecling the character of Lord Chatham. — 
Numerous pamphlet! puhliihed relative to Lord George's 
conduct. — li tried by a couit-martial. — Lord Orford's 
description of the may m irhich he condncted his defence. — 
Is found gui]^ of disobedience of orden, and dismissed the 
army. — He King ecmfirms the sentence, and strikes Lord 
Geoi^e's name out of the Counnl-book. — ProtA that Lord 
Geoi^ had cause of complaint against George the Third 
and the Princess Dowager. — Popular prejudice against him. 
— Is defended by Smollett and Almon, — la dismissed from 
all bis places, which are bestowed on the persons against 
whom Junius exhibits the greatest virulence. — Lord George 
frequently taunted in after-life with the sentence of the court' 
martial. — Is forbidden to appear at Court. — His duel with 
Governor Johnstone. — Ezbaardinary attempts to prevent 
his entering the House of Peers upon being created Viscount 
Sacevills in 1TS2. — Remarks upon the opposite advice 
given to his Lordship on that occadon, by Lord Amherst 
and Mr. Cumberland. — Mr. Covenby's account of his inter- 
view with the Duke of Dorset upon applying for leave to 
inspect his father's letters. 
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THE BATTLE OF MINDEN, 

»BD m CONSlttUBNCkS TO 

LORD GEORGE 8ACKVILLE. 



la tbe laurel to the soldier due, 

Who cautious comes not into danger's view? 

Crabbe. 



The battle of Minden being the great epoch in the life 
of Lord Geoi^ Sackville, aod followed by conBoquences 
that embittered the remainder of his existence, we will 
here pause, and take a retrospective view of his life, 
before entering the gloomy viata which lies before db. 

Hitherto we have beheld a man descended from noble 
and illustrious ancestors, — having a sovereign for his 
sponsor. Endued by natare with splendid talents, which 
had been carefully cultivated and developed by edacation, 
— possessing high reputation for skill and valour as a 
soldier, acquired in many a welUfought tield ; and a 
character for eloquence little inferior to the greatest 
orators of his age, — when suddenly, while pursuing his 
career of prosperity and glory, we see this man, bg a 
single amiigtunu action, hurled from his high estate — 
expelled from his places — ignominionsty stripped of his 
honours, and driven amidst the execrations of a nation 
into solitude, to exclaim with Wolsey: 

" Farewell, a long brewell, to all my greatness." 

It is true, that by coinciding in sentiment with Geoi^ 
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the Third and his ministers, on the suhject of the dls- 
astrons war with America, Iiord Geoi^ wao afterwards 
for a time restored to place and conrt favour; yet hie 
character was Dever re-established in the estimation of 
the public, and be remained a marked and unpopular 
character to the end of his life. History affords ntune- 
rous examples of such vicissitudes of fortune, and there- 
fore, this alone would not have distinguished Lord 
George's case from many others of a similar nature; 
but we conceive, that if the Letters of Junius can be 
traced to his pen, a moral phenomenon will be exhibited, 
which is not to be paralleled in the annals of mankind, 
when we consider the persevering and artful scheme 
thereby carried into execution, for the purpose of inSict' 
ing vengeance on the anthors of his disgrace. 

If this inquiry should tend to exhibit an important 
phase of human action, not before observed, we think no 
considerations of false delicacy oi^ht to deter us from 
discussing the conduct of a man, whose station in life 
rendered his character public property, and whose actions 
have now become materials for history, with the same 
freedom as we canvass the actions and characters of 
Cffisar and Cromwell, or any of the numerous individuals 
who have risen up in all countries and ages, to disturb, 
by their feuds and ambition, the repose of the world. 

The battle of Minden, which was attended with the 
most brilliant success on the part of the Allies, and con- 
sequences equally disastrous to the French and Lord 
George Sackville, was fought on the 1st of August 1759, 
when the French attacked the Allied army near the town 
of Minden in great force. The action soon became very 
hot towards the right, where six regiments of English 
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infantry and two battaltonB uf Hanoverian guards, with 
Bome artillery, not only bore the whole brunt of the 
French carabineers and gendarmeries, but absolutely 
broke every body of horse and foot that advanced to 
attack them. The French were ultimately repulsed in 
all their attacks with considerable loea, and at length, 
giving way, were pursued to the very ramparts of 
Minden. 

The leading events of the battle are related, and the 
characters of Prince Ferdinand of Brunswick and Lord 
Geoi^e Sackville are ably delineated in a clever work, 
entitled "Chrysal, or the Adventures of a Guinea," which 
was published shortly afler the event happened. This 
work shews the popular opinion of the time, respecting 
the motives which were supposed to have influenced Lord 
Geoi^'s conduct on that memorable day. But we prefer 
giving Lord Orford's account of the transaction: — 
"During the battle," says Lord Orford, "the Prince 
sent Ligonier, one of hie aids-de-camp, to Lord Geoi^e, 
with orders to bring up the cavalry ; Fitzroy immediately 
after, for Lord George to march with only the British 
cavalry, and to the left. Lord George (as Fitzroy, who 
arrived suddenly after Ligonier, said) received the order 
with some confusion, and replied, 'This cannot be so; 
would he have me break the line?' Fitzroy, young, 
brave, and impetuous, ui^ed the command. Lord George 
desired he would not be in a hurry. 'I am out of 
breath with galloping,' said Fitzroy, 'which makes me 
speak quick, but my orders are positive: the French 
are in disorder; here is a glorious opportunity for the 
English to distinguish themselves.' Lord Geoi^e still 
hesitated, saying, 'it was impossible the Prince could 
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mean to break the line.' Fitzroy Btuck to the Prince's 
order. Lord George asked, 'which way the cavaliy was 
to march, and who was to be their guide?' 'I,' said 
Fitzroyt bravely. Lord George pretending the different 
ordera puzzled him, desired to be conducted to the 
Prince for explanation: in the mean time, despatched 
Smith, his &vonrite, with orders to lead on the British 
cavalry, from whence he pleaded no delay could happen. 
Smith whispered Lord George, to convince him of the 
necessity of obeying. Lord George persisted on being 
earned to the Prince, who, at Fitzroy's report, was much 
astonished. Even, when Lord George did mardi, he 
twice sent orders to Lord Orauby to halt, who was post- 
ing on with less attention to the rales of a march, bat 
with more ardour for engaging. Before they arrived, 
the battle was gained. Lord Geoi^e defended himself 
on the seeming contradiction of orders; on the short 
space of time that was lost, at most, eight minutes; on 
obstructions from a wood on his march ; and on bis own 
alertness, he having been one of the first on horseback 
on hearing the French cannonade. That the whole 
aSaiT turned on a very few minutes is certain. Whether, 
if employed, they would have been of great consequence, 
cannot now be determined. Enough was evident to 
prove that Iiord Geoi^e, at best, was too critically sad 
minntely coot in such a moment of importance. Indeed, 
more was proved. Previous to the arrival of Ligonier, 
he had lost time in aflecting not to understand a mess^e 
delivered to him hy a German aid-de-camp. Colonel 
Sloper, too (who had been obliged to him), remarking 
his confusion, said to Lanier, ' For God's sake, repeat 
your orders to that man, that he may not pretend not to 
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andentand them— but you see the condition he is in !' 
Had Lord Qeor^'s courage been less problematic, one 
might suspect that his hatred to Prince Ferdinand hod 
made him willing, by an affected delay, to balk the 
Prince of hia glory; but some late occasions had already 
dificoTered that he was no hero. The late Duke of 
Marlborough had remarked it on their joint expedition to 
the coast of France; and the little spirit he bad Bhewn 
in Ireland, under the most grievous abase, was now 
recollected. His real constitution, I believe, was this: 
he had a high and bold spirit, till danger came extra- 
ordinarily near. Then his judgment was fascinated; yet, 
even then, he seems not to have lost a certain presence of 
mind. His quickness in distinguish in g a trifling contra- 
diction in a message delivered by two boys, in not pre* 
cisely the same terms, shewed that all his senses were 
not lost; but if that dexterity served his fears, it cut up 
his fortune by the roots, annihilated his character, and 
gratified the utmost epleen and vengeance of bis enemy." 
OfthedisBenBioDsamongthecommandersof the Allied 
army previous to the battle, Lord Orford gives the 
following account: — "Lord Gteorge Sackville, by his 
weight with Mr, Pitt, and in parliament, had insisted 
on going to Oermimy, and had gone without the King's 
approbation, and even without waiting on his Majesty. 
Lord Granby was next to Lord George, in command, 
and so popular, that when he set out for the army, fifty- 
two young officers had solicited to be his aids-dcKiamp. 
Between these two lords, a coolness soon ensued, and 
divided the army, if it can be called division, where 
almost every heart sided with Lord Granby. He was 
open, honeflt, aSable, and of such unbounded good- 
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nature and geoeroeity, that it was impoBsible to say 
which principle actuate<l him in the distribution of the 
prodigious sums that he spent and flnng away. Lord 
Geoi^ Sackville was haughty, and reserved except to a 
few, and those chiefly Scotch; and with no pre-eminence 
over his rival, but what his rank in command gave him, 
and his great talettit, in which there could not be the 
smallest competition ; and yet with those superior talents, 
Lord George never had the art of conciliating affection; 
he had thwarted Frince Ferdinand, and di^eted him 
in the previous campaign; and was now in the army 
against the Prince's inclination. The latter, with equal 
haughtiness, but wiih far more art and address, could 
not fail of fomenting a breach that tended so much to 
mortify Lord George, and to promote his own views. 
Lord Grsnby was tractable, unsuspicious, and not likely 
to pry into, or control, the amazing impositions of the 
German agents, which Lord George had too honestly, 
too indiscreetly, or too insultingly, let Prince Ferdinand 
see had not escaped his observations, instead of remon- 
strating or withstanding snch dissipation, as he should 
have done at home. This was the state of things before 
the battle of Minden ; but being a little or not at all 
known in England, it was with equal surprise and in- 
dignation that the people heard Lord Sackville, who 
had always stood in high estimation for courage, more 
covertly at Erst, now openly accused of cowardice, and of 
having thrown away the moment for completing the total 
destruction of the French army. Prince Ferdinand had 
passed this reproach on him. indirectly and artfully 
indeed, but when combined with the circumstances of 
the battle, not to be misunderstood. In the orders which 
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he gave out the next day, he expreesed concern that 
Lord Oranby had not had the cammand of the cavalry 
on the right wing, which, if led by him, hia Highness 
did not doubt would have given a more decisive lustre to 
the day, — more mysterious, yet still more pointed, was 
a paragraph in the same orders, requiring that for the 
future, his commands delivered by hia aids-de-camp 
should be more exactly obeyed." — Lord OtJot^s Memoirs 
of the last Ten Years of George the Second, vol. ii. 361. 

Upon Lord Sackville's arrival in England he imme- 
diately wrote to Lord Holdemeas, the secretary of state, 
demanding a court-martial, and was told that the officers 
who would be necessary witnesses on the trial were 
employed abroad. Lord Ligonier, the commander-in- 
chief, and Lord Barrington, secretary-at-war, were 
mure *<t»,. ii, 'and informed him, that if he desired a 
court-". %if^e must seek it in Germany, This was 
followed by a message delivered by Lord Barrington, 
acquainting Lord George, that not only the command of 
his raiment would be taken from him, but that he would 
be dismissed from his rank of General, and from his 
post of Lieutenant' general of the Ordnance ; and Lord 
Barrington asked civilly, if his Lordship chose to receive 
that notification from his mouth, or in writing. Lord 
George preferred the latter; then,replted Lord BarriDglon, 
"I know but one precedent, that of the late Lord Cobham. 
I will send your Lordship a similar letter." Lord Bar- 
rington accordingly wrote to Lord Geoige, signifying 
that his Majesty had no further occasion for his services 
as laeutenant-general and Colonel of Dr^oon Guards; 
. which communication Lord Geoi^e acknowledged by 
the following letter : — 
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PaUMM, Stpt«a^>eT Wtk, 1759. 
Mt Loui, 

I have received the honour of your Lordship's letter, 
rignifjing to me his Majesty hai no further occasion for my 
service, aa Lieutenant-general end Colonel of Dragoon Guards. 
If I were conscious of having deserved this mark of his Majesty's 
djspleafuia, 1 should be most unhappy ; m it is, I only regret 
tbftt I slull have no ftnther opportimity of exerting my ■eal in 
the service of my king and conndy. 

My Lord, etc. etc 
To Lord Banington. Geobob Sacevillb. 

This letter is deposited in the War Office, and Mr. 
Coventry obtained a copy through tlie politeness of Lord 
Palmerston. 

On the 28th of February 1760, Lo-^ Harrington 
acquunted the House of Commons. , ,f)<l not leorge 
SackvUIe had been put under arre TT'iiiS"^ "hce of 
orderi. 

We here take leave to direct the raider's att' Jon to 
the following observations of Mr. E. H. Barker (p, 174). 
"Junius had ceased writing under that signature) when 
the name of Sir Philip Francis was mentioned by him. 
January 25th, 1772, Junius informs Mr. Wood&ll, — 
'Having nothing better to do, I propose to entertain 
myself and the public with torturing that • • • • Bar- 
rington,* Three days afterwards, a severe invective 
against that nobleman followed, which was two months 
before the public were apprised of the diemal of Sir 
Philip Francis; and after this dismissal, we have a long 
account of Lord Barringlon's life; an attentive perusal 
of which must convince every reader, that sach a narra- 
tive proceeded from a very different quarter than from 
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the pen of Sir Philip Francis. Events are referred to, 
which happened before Sir Philip Francis was bom, but 
of which Junius had a thorough knowledge; he con- 
feeses " Lord Barrington and he were 'old acquaintance;' 
and in taking ' a short review of him Irom hie political 
birth,' comments on many subjects, which could 011I7 
haye been known to one, who Tnoved in a very different 
circle to Sir Philip Francis." 

At this time Mr, Pitt was prime minister, and had 
attained the zenith of his power. From the first moment 
of Lord Cieorge's disgrace, Mr. Pitt warmly adopted 
the sentiments of Prince Ferdinand, whom he was deter- 
mined heartily to support, and though he went to visit 
Lord George in form, he by no means intended to sup- 
port him. "He would not," he said, "condemn any 
manoMfb ' but he was sworn to the German cause, 
and.'*'-" ThisD ' whose success reflected such lustre on 
hif.OriffithB,— ?' ution." When Colonel Fitzroy returned 
to«restine> - .d.r. Pitt charged him with the strongest 
ass'^^nces to Prince Ferdinand; "tell him," eays Mr- 
Pitt, " he shall haYe what reinforcements, what ammu- 
nition, he pleases, — tell him I will stand or fall with 
him." From this statement, it plainly appears that the 
Earl of Chatham by his conduct gave sufficient cause for 
Lord Geoi^'s resentment 

Mr. Butler observes that Junius expresses himtelf 
differently at diflerent times of Lord Chatham; and that 
to one of Mr. Butler's friends Lord Geoi^e observed, 
that " the unpleasant part of bis own life was mixed up 
with the mrat glorious part of Lord Chatham's, but this 
did not prevent hira from doing justice to the services 
which that great man had done his country." 
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Dr. Good, in a note on the first of the miBcellaneous 
letters vritten by Jodiub under the signature of Poplicola, 
dated 28th April 1767, (ii. 453), observes : — " This 
severe invective is aimed against the late Lord Chatham, 
formerly the Right Honourable William Pitt. The 
reader, by a perusal of the preceding letters, is already 
acquainted with the utter aversion which Junius at first 
felt for this nobleman, on various political accounts, 
and especially on the subject of the American dispute. 
His aversion, however, sofLened ae their political views 
approximatedi and was at length converted into appro- 
bation and euli^y." And in another note, (iii. 4), he 
says: — " In reality it was not till ahout the date of Letter 
fifty-four, under his &vourite signature of Jvnius, that 
he b^^n to think commendably of this nobleman. ' I 
am culled upon,' says he, in that letter, 'to di^-ier my 
opinion, and surely it is not in the little (4f,i,9ti9 o«oMr. 
Home to deter me from doing signal jus an, 

who, I confess, kiu grown upon my ealeetn.' " 't' don ' 

The views of Dr. Good, respecting the condu<Z of 
Junius towards Lord Chatham, willbe found to corre- 
spond exactly with Lord George's sentliuents with regard 
to that nobleman, as expressed to Mr. Butler's friend. 

Previously to the trial taking place, the nation was in 
a state of the greatest ferment on the subject, and nume- 
rous pamphlets were written on both sides of the question. 
His Lordship published a short address, requesting the 
public to suspend its judgment, until he had an opportu- 
nity of defending himself. He also addressed a letter 
to Colonel Fitzroy, which the colonel answered. 

On this occasion the Scotch did not foi^t the batefiu 
conferred on them in 174d, by the Lieutenant of the Duke 
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of Cumberland, for there was printed in 1709, for Sands 
and Co., at Edinbui^h, " A Letter to a late Noble Com- 
mander of Ike BrilUh Forces in Germany"' which was 
circulated anonyinoosly, and in it his Lordship was treated 
with considerable severi^. Lord Geoi^ threatened 
the printers with a proaecntion, which he aflerwards 
abandoned. He, howeTer, wrote a pamphlet in answer 
to the insinuations thrown out against bis character in 
the letter, and employed Mr. tVoodfall to print it. 

The case gainst Lord George is stated with equal 
force and moderation in another pamphlet, entitled " A 
Second Letter to a late Noble Commander of the British Forces 
in Germany ; in ahicH the Noble Commander's Address to 
the Public, his Letter to Colonel Fitzroy, together leith the 
ColoneVt Answer, and Captain Smith's Declaration, are can- 
didly and impartially considered. By the Author of the First 
Letter." This pamphlet was published in London, bj* 
B. Oriffiths,— and we shall present the reader with some 
interesting passa^ from the work: — 

"With respect to the matter of your address," t&ys 
the writer, " it does no more than inform ns, what we 
have long since heard, that you have applied by your 
letter to the Secretary of State, and are still eager, to 
obtain a court-martial, ' that you may have a public 
opportunity given you of attempting to justify yourself to 
his Majesty, and to your country.' Give me leave to 
observe of the contents of this letter, that, as to the con- 
sciousnesB you express of having done your duty to the 
utmost of yonr abilities, no man but yourself can judge 
of it. Human tribunals cannot pry into the motives of 

'This letter is puliliahed at length in Mr. Coventry's "Crilical 
Enquiry," page 109. 
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men'* condacL They cannot always dacide whether 
delinqneiits oSend ignorantly or wilfully. Id many caseB, 
they aux only detsrniine whether the offence has been 
oonunitted or ncd, and they must leave it to heareti (o 
trace the soorce of the crime. Yon must be e^ifiible, my 
Lord, that no man eould expre^v a stronger co&vicUon 
of hii own innocenoe, or j^«ater coneoiousnesa of having 
done hie duty to the utmost of hie abilities, than a late 
unhappy admiral (Byng). 

" His manly deportment at his bial ; the fortitude with 
which he received an wiexpected sentence; the reeigna- 
ti<»i with which he met an untimely fate, — all afforded 
the BtriHigest proofs of hb inward conviction, with respect 
to the rectitude of his own conduct But although to all 
appearance he acquitted himself in his own conBcieace, 
fais judges nerertheleas condemned him. Bound by the 
laws of their country, they could not d^^mine otherwise. 

" Wiih roBpeet to the ocmcIuBlon of your letter, it is 
really astonishing to find you affect to be igoorant of 
your crime, and of your accusers. Is not the Prince, 
the iCODimander-iu-chief, your accuser? Is not your 
Clime declared to be disobedience to orders ? Have not 
you yourself confessed by yonr address, that you were 
acquainted with the nature of your crime ? You say, 
however, that the censure passed upon yon by lus High- 
Dew is only mfUed; — true my Lord ; but it is meh an 
inplicBtioo, as ajroignB your conduct in the clearest and 
strongest terms, Miough it may not amouat to a legal 
impeachmeut. 

" When you complain of the severity wUh wfaicb yot 
think you have been treated, you rather judge Scoax your 
own partial feelings thau from the true circumstances of 
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the case. It may be nataral for a man of high birth, 
accustomed to preeminence, and used to the amilee of 
fortone, to be mortified even by the slightest instance of 
disrespect; no wonder, therefore, that you are affected 
by such public circumBtances of humiliation. 

" That Bome indecent liberties have been taken with your 
character, cannot be denied. But remember, my Lord, 
though publidy accused of disobedience, you were not 
brought home a prisoner. You were not carried from 
town to town Uke a felon. You were not vilified and 
insulted by a mob— I had almost eaid, a hired mob. 
Yoa travelled in a manner suitable to your fiishion, and 
was suffered to pass unmolested. You still enjoy your 
liberty, and are permitted to recriminate upon your 
accuser. Every newspaper has been your advocate, and 
shoals of pamphlets have pleaded your apolf^y. Yoa 
complain, however, that you have been censured unheard, 
condemned before you were tried, and dismissed from all 
your military employments. You think it hard. You 
forget, my Lord, that it is an unavoidable imperfection 
in government, that persons accused, or even suspected 
of delinquency, must, till they have an opportimity of 
manifesting their innocence, unde^o many of the incon- 
veniences of guilt. 

" Divest yourself, for a moment, of your rank and title, 
and consider yourself only as a subject of Great Britain; 
then reflect on the number of your fellow-citizeiu who 
are at this time confined in loathsome prisons, and laden 
with heavy irons, on suspicion of crimes of which several 
of them mil probably appear innocent at their trials. 

"JL commander ordered to advance, should always bavs 
that saying of Pompey's in remembrance — ' Iiiineeeuary 
that I thould go, h»t not necessary that I should live.' " 
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This important trial, od which the attention of the 
whole kingdom was fixed, wae held at the Horse-Gnarda, 
and commenced on Friday the 7th March 1760, on the 
return of the troops from OermaDy, The Court con- 
sisted of sixteen officers and the Deputy -adrocate-general. 
Ten out of this number were Scotsmen, as well as several 
of the officers who gave their evidence against him. 

The principal witnesses on the trial were the Marquis 
of Granby, Lieutenant-colonel Fitzroy, brother to the 
Duke of Grafton, Colonel Sloper, and Lieutenant-colonel 
William Augustus Pitt These femilies stand preemi- 
nent in the Letters of Junius. A careful perusal of the 
trial, and a knowledge of the parties connected with it, 
must convince every reader that the pen of a di^raced 
soldier was afterwards exercised in retaliation — not one 
fiimily being spared, who bad any share in the trans* 
action. 

Lord Orford gives the following description of the 
mode in which Lord George conducted his defence, 
(ii. 480): — "Lord George's own behaviour was moat 
extraordinary. He had undoubtedly trusted to the 
superiori^ of his parts to extricate him. Most men in 
his situation would have adapted such parts to the con- 
ciliating the favour of his judges, to drawing the wit- 
nesses into contradictions, to misleading and bewildering 
the Court, and to throwing the most specious colours on 
his own conduct, without offending the parties declared 
against him. Very different was the conduct of Lord 
Greoi^. From the outset, and during the whole pro- 
cess, he assumed a dictatorial s^le to the Court, and 
treated the inferiority of their capacities as he would 
have done if sitting among them. He browbeat the 
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witnesses, gave the lie to Sloper, and ased the Judge- 
advocate (a Scotsman), though a very clever maa, with 
contempt. Nothing was timid, nothing bumble in his 
behaviour. His replies were quick and spirited. He 
prescribed to the Court, and tbey acquiesced. An instance 
of such resolution at Minden had established his character 
for ever," 

" No man can have read Junius carefully," observes 
Mr, Barker (p. 36)| " without observing the high-minded- 
neit and pride mbicb belong to his character. Such a 
writer would not be willing to impress his readers with 
a notion that he derived any considerable assistance from 
the pen of any living writer, or from the conversation of 
any living statesmen." 

On the 3rd of April 1760, the proceedings against 
Lord Oeoi^e Sackville closed, when the Court pro- 
nounced the following sentence : — 

" This Court, upon due consideration of the whole 
matter before them, is of opinion, that Lord George 
Sackville is ouiltv of having disobeyed the orders of 
Prince Ferdinand of Bnmstcick, whom he was by his 
commission and instructions directed to obey, as com- 
mander-in-chief, according to the rules of war. And it 
is the further opinion of this Court, that the said Lord 
Geoi^e Sackville is, and he is hereby adjusobd un_fil to 
serve his Majesty in any militart/ capacity whatever." 

The sentence was confirmed by the king in the following 
words ; " It is his Majesty's pleasure that the above 
sentence be given out in public orders, that officers, i>eing 
convinced that neither high birth nor great employments can 
shelter ofiences of such a nature; and that seeing they are 
subject to censures much worse than death, to a man who 
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has any sense of hoaour, they may avoid the fktal con- 
sequeDces arising from disobedience of orders." 

The king also struck Lord George's name ont of the 
Council-book, and forbade his appearance at Court The 
Lord Chamberlain too was ordered to notify that prohi- 
bition to the Prince of Wales and the Princess Dowager ; 
and lest that should not be sufficient, the Vicenihamber- 
lain was sent to acquaint Lord Bute with it, who said, 
" fo be sure the Prince moM not think of teeing Lord George 
ahile it aat disagreeable to hit Majesty." Accordingly, 
both the Princess Dowager and Lard Bute prohibited 
the young prince from seeing him. 

From this, it appears that Lord Qeorge was on terms 
of intimacy with the Princess Dowager and family 
previously to his disgrace, and that Junius was also 
perfectly acquainted with the character of the Princess 
and her son, afterwards George III., is evident from the 
following passages in his Letters. He thus speaks of the 
king in his letter to Mr. Home. 

" 34th July 1771. I know that man much better than 
any of you. Nature intended him only for a good' 
humoured fool. A systematical edacation, with long 
practice, has made him a consummate hypocrite." 

And in his private letters to Mr. Woodfiill, will be 
found the following pass^es : 

" Slst February 1771. I think the ailment about 
Gibraltar, etc. is too good to be lost; as to the satirical 
part, I must tell you (and with positive certainty), that 
our gracious •••• is. as callous as a stockfish to every 
thing but the reproach of cowardice. That alone is able 
to set the humours afloat. After a paper of that kind, he 
won't eat meat for a week." 
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"10th December 1771. What do foa meaa by 
affirming that the Dowser ia better ? I tell yon that she 
sacklee toade from moruing till night." 

No person, we think, o&n read the abore and similar 
pess^es in Jnnius's Letters, without acqniesoing in the 
joBtice of Mr. Batter's Gonclnflion, that be must hare 
beenamanof "&i^&ra«V&'>^ "iii habits of confidential, 
interconrse with those who were most intimately familiar 
with the Court, and intrusted with all its secrets," as 
sn^^eeted hy Dr. Good. 

In the Royal Register before referred to (toI. vi. 177), 
it is said ; — " The Court-martial seemed to imbibe the spirit 
of all ranks of men when it condemned him; and his 
sentence was passed, as it were, with the general assent of 
the nation. Even the pity of the English people, which 
discovere itself towards the moat hardened and atrocions 
malefactors, did not appear to dart one ray towards this 
unpopDlar nobleman. Among the many political reasons 
which might be given for this strong tide of displeasure, 
it may be observed, that the army thought itself disgraced 
by its late commander, and the navy raised its head on 
the occasion, and almost forgot the &te of an unfortunate 
admiral. But there was another circumstance, which 
deprived him of those consoIatiouH to the unfortunate 
which friendship so kindly bestows. The haughtitteu of 
his temper was inlolerahk, and had displayed itself in every 
situadon of his life. They who had favours to ask, were 
treated with an inattention which t^gravated disappoint- 
ment; and diey who received them, lost half their satis- 
faction by the manner in which he conferred them ; whUe 
persons of all ranks, who had concerns of bosiness with 
him, were witnesses to that haughty demeanour which 
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tends to make men more nnpopular than even crimes 
themselves." 

Notwithstanding the popular prejudice against Lord 
George, he still had some zealous and able advocates ; for 
Smollett, in bis History of England, has given a very 
interesting account of the whole transaction ; and aAer 
ably vindicatiiig Lord George from the imputation of 
cowardice, concludes his narrative in the following strain 
of generonsand manly eloquence: — " Thus have we given 
a succinct detail of this remarkable affair, with that 
spirit of impartiality, that sacred regard to truth, which 
the importance of history demands. To the best of oar 
recollection, we have foi^t no essential article of the 
accusation, nor suppressed any material circamstance 
urged in defence of Lord George Sackville. Unknown 
to his person, unconnected with his friends; unmoved by 
fear, uabiaesed by interest, we have candidly obeyed the 
dictates of justice and the calls of humanity, in our 
endeavours to dissipate the clouds of prejudice and mis- 
apprehension, warmed perhaps, with as honest disdain, 
at the ungenerous, and in our opinion unjust persecution, 
which, previous to his trial, an officer of rank, service, 
and character, the descendant of an illustrious family, the 
son of a nobleman universally resptected, a Briton, a 
fellow-subject, had undergone." 

In " Almon's Biographical, Literary, and Political 
Anecdotes" will also be found an eult^y on his IiOrd- 
ship, and an exculpatory account of the motives which 
influenced his conduct at Minden; and some curious 
reasoning is employed to vindicate Lord George from the 
imputation of prtfJe am/ Aatiteur, which seem very geueially 
to have been urged against him. The conclusion of the 
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argument is, that it was "resentment, not cowardice, 
that suBpended the march of the caTalry in the plains of 
Minden." 

Several of the numerous places held by Iiord George 
Sackville were bestowed by the king on those very men 
who had given evidence against hira. The Marquis of 
Granby was appointed Commander-in-chief and Master- 
general of the Ordnance. Lord Townsheod, Lieutenant- 
general of the Ordnance. The Honourable Colonel 
Fitzroy was appointed Aid-de-camp to the king. Lord 
Charles Manners, and the Honourable John Harrington, 
were likewise promoted; and the Duke of Bedford WEts 
made a Lieutenant-general, and Deputy Ranger of the 
Phoenix Park, Dublin, which had been Lord George's sinecure 
for many years. Johnstone, Elliot, and many other officers 
whom Junius treats with great seventy, and mentions with 
the most sovereign contempt, were likewise promoted. 

Thus have we shewn, that the unhappy victims against 
whom Junius hurled his thunderbolts with tremendous 
force and unerring aim, had either by themselves, or their 
immediate connexions, been instrumental in Lord George's 
disgrace, or had obtained honours and offices from which 
he had been degraded andespelled;andwe must remember 
that a dishonoured soldier, having his understanding 
warped by a deep sense of irremediable wrongs, and in- 
furiated by revenge, was not likely to be very particular 
in selecting the objects of his vengeance. Like the wolf 
in the &ble, it mattered little to him whether it was 
the unoffending lamb, or some of his kindred, who had 
rendered turbid the stream of his reputation. The sacrifice 
of any of the offending race, would be some atonement to 
the manes of his departed honour, for this, 

" If not victory, wm at least revenge." 
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The haughty and ambitions ipirit of Lord Geor^ 
brooded in solitude o»er his di^race; and it can be 
Bhewn, that the sense of his degradation ever afterwarda 
haunted his im^nadon, and that the incunble wonnd 
rankled in his breast, and embittered the last hours of 
his existence. 

The sentence of the Conrt-martial rose up in judgment 
against Lord George on many occasions during the sub* 
seqnent part of his life, and painfully reminded him of 
the high estate from which he had ftdlen. On the acces- 
sion of George III. in 1760, he ventured to appear 
at Court; but this was considered so great an indignity 
to the memory of the late king, and those ministers who 
conducted the German war, that an inquiry was set on 
foot to ascertain who invited him. It was traced to Lard 
Bute, and he was officially informed that such an invitation 
was a great breach of decorum. The same was signified 
to Lord George, who, highly indignant at being thns 
made the dupe of Lord Bute and the ministry, never 
appeared at Court afterwards daring that administration. 
Even after he had been sworn a member of the Privy 
Council, and appointed one of the Tice-Treasnrers of 
Ireland in 1765, he was removed in the following year, 
in consequence of the new ministry objecting to hie taking 
a part in the administration, on the ground of the censure 
of the Court-martial being still in force a^nst him, and 
he held no other place under Govemment nntil the year 
177d. It was during this interval that the Letters of 
Junius appeared. In order to preserve unbroken this 
important chain of evidence, it will be necessary here to 
anticipate an incident or two in Lord George's life. 

On introducing a motion in the House of Commons, 
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on the 14th of December 1770, Lord George said, " what 
he had been urging was for the honour of the nation, m 
mhich he declared that he greathf interested himielf." Upon 
which Governor Johnstone took occasion to remark, " he 
wondered the noble Lord shonld interest himself so deeply 
in the honour of his country, when he had hitherto been 
30 regardleM of hit oum." The remark was not heard by 
Lord Geoi^, bat some good-natured friend of course 
quickly informed him of it, and the consequence was a 
duel between the parties, which ended without injury to 
either of the combatants, but called forth the usual com- 
pliments to each other's politeneBS, coolness, and courage. 
Immediately on Lord Geoi^'s resigning his office of 
Secretary of State in 1783, he was created a peer by 
the title of ViscoDNT Sicktillb; which was no sooner 
pablicly known, than the Marquis of Carmarthen, on 
the 7tfa of February 1782, called the attention of the 
House of Peers to the circumstances, and brought for- 
ward a motion to prevent the newly created peer from 
taking his seat among them. The Marquis disclaimed 
any personal animosity; but said he understood that a 
person who had in his military character been publicly 
degraded, was shortly to be called up to that House. 
He did not mean to dispute the prerogative of the Crown, 
but he thought the creating such a person a peer, was a 
disgrace to the Hmue. He felt so in his own breast, and 
he trusted every one of their Lordships would be impressed 
with feelings of a similar nature. He therefore called 
upon the House, for assistance and instructions. The 
Lord Chancellor however declared, that it would be in 
his mind altogether irregular and disorderly, even to 
put such a motion. Lord Denbigh moved an adjoum- 
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inent, vhich, after Bome debate, was carried by a majority 
of seventy-five to twenty-eight. 

Even after the peerage had actually been conferred, 
the Marquis of Carmarthen, on the 18th of February, 
again brought forward the subject, and made the follow- 
ing motioD: — "That it was highly reprehensible in any 
person to advise the Crown to exercise its indisputable 
right of creating a peer, in favour of a person labonring 
under the heavy censure of the sentence of a court- 
martial, and public orders given out in consequence 
thereof." Lord Sackville, who had taken his scat a few 
days before, was upon this occasion his own defender, 
and delivered a speech which was admitted on oil hands 
to be one of great ability. 

The motion was supported by the Dukes of Grafton 
and Richmond, the Earls of Abingdon and Derby, 
Lord Southampton (formerly Colonel Fitzroy), and Lord 
Shelbnme, who, after charging Lord Sackville with 
having had the whole strength of the country put into 
his hands to carry on the American war, and having 
&iled most miserably, nevertheless gave him credit 
for having held a more manly style of language than 
any other minister, and for having uniformly acted 
with the nicest feelings, the strictest honour, the most un- 
impeachable integrity, and the most distinguished ability. 
With r^ard to the person who had been appointed the 
noble Viscount's successor (Mr. Welbore Ellis), all he 
would say of him was, that he, at least, could not be 
chai^d with disobedience of orders, from the first day of 
his getting admission into the ministerial phalanx to the 
present moment." The result was the defeat of the 
motion by a majority of ninety -three to twenty-eight; but 
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& strong protest Hgainst the decision was entered on the 
Journals, and signed by nine peers. Thus terminated 
this unprecedented affair; and it is worthy of remark, 
that nearly the whole of those who were in the minority, 
had been personally attacked by Junius. 

The following observations are made by Mr. Richard 
Cumberland on thia transaction: — "The well-known cir- 
cumstance that occurred upon the event of Lord Geoi^e's 
elevation to the peerage, made a deep and painful impres- 
sion on his feeling mind; and if his seeming patience 
under the infliction of it should appear to merit in a 
moral sense the name of virtue, I must candidly acknow- 
ledge it was a virtue that he had no title to be credited 
for, inasmuch as it was entirely owing to the influence of 
some who overruled his propensities, and made them- 
selves responsible for his honour, that he did not betake 
himself to the same abrupt, unwarrantable mode of dis- 
missing this insult, as he had resorted to in a former 
instance. No man can speak from a more intimate 
knowledge of his feelings upon this occasion than I can; 
and if I was not on the side of those who no doubt 
spoke well and wisely, when they spoke for peace, it is 
one amongst the many errors and offences which I have 
yet to repent of. There was once a certain Sir Edward 
Sackville, whom the world has heard of, who probably 
would not have possessed himself with so much calm- 
ness and forbearance as did a late noble head of his 
Jhmily, whilst the question I allude to was in agitation, 
and he present in his place. It was by the medium of 
this noble personage, that the Lord Viscount Sackville 
meditated to send that invitation he bad prepared, when 
the interposition and well considered remonstrance of 
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some of his nearett frienda, in partictUar of Lord Amhentf 
put bim by from hia resolve, and dictated a coudoct 
more conformable to pradence, bat much less suited to 
his inclination,"— CuiBieriand'* Memoin, ii. 175. 

These remarks of Mr. Cumberland afford much gromid 
for serious reflection. Of the Mends whom Lord Sack- 
ville consulted on the important subject, whether he 
should vindicate his honour by " a gothic appeal to cold 
iron," it appears that General Lord Amherst, a warrior 
by profession, who had passed his life amidst perils and 
dangers of all kinds, whose course was undoubted, and 
his honour without a staia, connselled conciliation and 
peace. While Cumberland, whose life had been devoted 
to the cultivation of literature, and those polite arts which 
are said to soften and humanize the heart of man, and 
purge it from every sanguinary and ferocious feeling, 
declared in the words of Moloch, 

" M7 sentence ii for open war." 
But on most similar occasions it will be found, that 
the man of real course and unsullied honour, regards 
with indifference and contempt, those chaises and in- 
sinuations from which duels generally spring — such a 
man feels consciaus that his character is above all base 
imputations. " It is the middle, compound character," 
as Junius tells Sir William Draper, "which alone is 
vulnerable; the man who, without firmness enough to 
avoid a dishonourable action, has feeling enough to be 
ashamed of it;" that resorts to this mode of vindicating 
his reputation. Fortanat«ly on the present occasion. 
Lord Sackville had the good sense to prefer the wise 
counsel of the rode soldier, to the contrary advice of the 
accomplished dramatist. 
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" Understanding," says Mr, CoTCntry (Preface, p. 17), 
" that the iamily of Lord Sackville still possesa documents 
of great interest, and considering the political ferment 
of the day too long subsided to awaken any unpleasant 
feelings, I resolved to write candidly to the Duke of 
Dorset on the subject. 

" I stated to his G race, that I was engaged in a literary 
inquiry, with which his Uhistrious father was intimately 
connected, and should feel particalarly obliged by his 
permitting me to see the letters which were written by 
Lord George from Calloden and Minden; hoping that 
the liberality which so conspicuonsly characterises the 
nobility of the present day, in elucidation of any literary 
pursuit, would plead an excuse for my freedom in thus 
addressing him. I subsequently waited on hia Grace by 
appointment. He received me in the most polite manner, 
but told me it was out of bis power to render me assistance, 
not having any of hia father's letters in hia possession. Upon 
the whole he considered, that as the affair in question 
was now at rest, it would be as well not to revive it, lest 
animadversions should be made that would tend to recall 
past events. Hia Grace more than once observed during 
the interview, that hia father teas an injured man; hut he 
believed there never existed one, who naturally possessed 
a better or more susceptible heart. I told him that this 
was my firm belief, and that the inquiry in which I was 
engaged would not, in the slightest degree, tend to alter 
that opinion," 
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The neb of our life u of a mingled yun, good and iU together 

our rirtnes would be proud, if our. faults wbipped them not 
and our ciimes would despair, if they were not cherished by oui 



Twist ye — twine ye — ever so 
Mingle human jo; and woe. 

Sir WtiUr Scott, 
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CHAPTER X. 

The nature of circnnutaiilul evidence explained. — Lord George 
retires to bi» »eat in Kent — Is appointed a Priry-councillot 
andoneoftheVice-tream]renofIreUiidinl765. — Hii perfect 
leinire found to agree with Mr. Barker's concluaioQ regpecliDg 
the situation of Juniiu. — His age shem to correspond with 
Dr. Good's opinion of the age of Junius, — Juniiu'i contra^ 
dictory Btseitiona with regard to his being a Boldier proved 
to be consistent with Lord George's peculiar situaliou. — Lord 
George resident in Landon dormg the time the Letters were 
written. — The poution of his house at Kew enabled bini to 
obtain intelligence of what was passing in tbe King's palace. 
— The opinion of the author of "Junius Unmasked" respecting 
Lord George's quiilificatlon for writing the Letters of Junius. 
— Lord Geoi^ treated as the author of the Letters oFIunius 
hj "Titus." — Juuius's attack on Lord Granhj consistent 
with Lord George being the author. — The general suspicion 
ofhisbeingjuniuslurther shewn iromChatterton's Poems. — 
His Lordship takes the nune of Geshain. — Anecdote of 
his Lordship and a ^img flei^yman. — Lord Germain again 
makes a conspicuous figuie in the House of Commons in 
1770. — Junius's antipathy to Sir Fletcher Norton and Lord 
Mansfield shewn to be also enterttuned hy Lord Geimain. — 
That his Lordship, as well as Junius, was the friend of Alder^ 
roan Sawfaridge.'—His Lordship's defence of Woodfall, and 
disregard of Mr. Home, when brought before the House 
of Conunons for a Ubel. — Junius and Lord Geimain both 
proved to be great admirers of Mr. G. Grenville's political 
prindples. — X>ord Germain supports the Minister* in their 
coercive measures against America. 
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CONTINUED. 



Whenever a fact a touched upon, Aart I fix. 



As we now approach tbe period when the Letters of Jnnias 
appeared, it becomes necessaiy to detail with some degree 
of minuteness, the evidence which has been adduced to 
prove the identity of Lord Geoi^e Sackville with the 
author of those Letters. This evidence, it is obvious 
from the nature of the case, cannot be direct and positive, 
but must necessarily be presumptive, or circumstantial. 
It may, therefore, not be out of place to offer a few 
remarks on the nature of such evidence. Circumstantial 
evidence, by the law of England, is admissible both in 
civil and criminal cases; for the modes of reasoning and 
drawing concluBioos from facts must be uniform. When 
direct facts cannot be supplied, as must continually 
happen in some of the worst species of crime, reasonable 
minds will Decesearily form their Judgment on circnm- 
stances, and act on the probabilities of the case ; indeed, the 
whole system of hnman action depends on probability; and 
" as mathematical, or absolute certainty (to use the words 
of Lord Mansfield) is seldom to be attained in human 
affairs, reason and public ntility require that Judges, and 
all mankind, in forming their opinion of the truth offsets, 
sbonld be regulated by the superior number of the proba- 
bilities on the one side or the other, whether the amount of 
t2 
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the§e probabilities be expressed in words and arguments, 
or by fig;Dres and nombers." Lord Kennet, in delivering 
his judgment in the celebrated Douglas cause, says: — 
" Of all evidence to prove a crime, circumstantial evi- 
dence is Ihe moti convineisg, and akat it more, the katt 
$mpicious. In judging of such a proof, the whole cir- 
cumstances must be taken together; some by themselves 
may appear trivial, which when joined to others, appear 
exceedingly material." 

It has been further remarked of this species of evideDCe, 
that when the proofs are dependent on each other, or 
when all the proofs are dependent upon one, the number 
of proofs neither increase nor diminish the probability of 
the &ct; for the force of the whole is not greater than the 
force of that on which they depend, and if this ^1, they 
all &1I to the ground. But when the proofs are distinct 
and independent of each other, the probability of the fact 
increases in proportion to the number of the proo&, tor 
the falsehood of one does not diminish the veracity of 
another. 

After his disgrace. Lord Geoi^e Sackville retired to 
his paternal mansion at Knowle in Kent; and from the 
year 1760 to 1765, there appears an interregnum in his 
public life, though he continued member of parliament 
for Hythe. In the year 1765 he was nominated by 
George the Third a member of the Privy-council, and 
appointed one of the Vice- treasurers of Ireland; but this 
last situation his Lordship resigned a few months after- 
wards, upon the Duke of Okaftoh being appointed to 
the Treasury. These appointments gave him an oppor- 
tunity of knowing every minute circumstance connected 
with Irish affairs, all the movements of the Ministry, all 



n,gn,-PrihyGt)0^lc 



LORD OSORQE SACKVILLE. 277 

that was pasaiug in the immediate circle of the Court, as 
well as in the various departments of the army, the navy, 
and the foreign office. 

During his retirement, Lord Oeoi^ had ample leisure 
in solitude to brood over his wrongs and injuries, and of 
** nursing his wrath to keep it warm," as well as to improve 
himself in composition, and amass those stores of legal 
and constitDtional knowledge which the letters of Junius 
exhibit; indeed, his situation seems exactly to have corres- 
ponded with that of Junius, as described by Mr. E, H. 
Barker, who says (p. 141) : — " It may be affirmed beyond 
all contradiction, and I particularly invite the attention of 
the reader to the importance and novelty of the obserra- 
tion, because it is decisive against the claim of Sir Philip 
Francis and several other persons, that the author could 
not have bad leisure for any other pursuit, or any other 
business, while he was engaged in writing these Letters: 
he must have lived in the retirement of his own presence, 
confining his society, when he could admit society, chiefly 
to those few individuals who furnished him with facts, 
and incidents, and circumstances, or in any way fiivoured 
his views and facilitated his labours. In solitary majesty, 
in oriental seclusion, in the realm of silence, and in the 
land of oblivion, he was " left at large to his own dark 
designs," till, like another Aurungzebe, he came forth, 
" fierce from his lair to lap the blood of kings," — with 
Titanian look denouncing 

" Desperate revenge and battle dangerous 
To leas than Goda,"— 
till arrayed at length in "Qorgon terrors," and armed 
with infernal thunder, he, as from " a firmament of hell, 
■ponted bis cataracts of fire." 
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The Letters written by the Aathor of Junius ia the 
Public Advertiaer, commenced on the 28th April 1767, 
and ended the 12th May 1772, except one letter to Mr. 
Wood&ll, which ia dated January 19, 1773. By an ex- 
amination of the dates of the letten daring this period, it 
will be found, that the writer could not have been ^leent 
from London many wedcs togeth^. At the time the first 
letter appeared, Lord Geoi^ was in the fifly-fiist year of 
his age; which coincides with Dr. Good's conjecture 
respecting the »ge of Junius, and fully satisfies that lest 
which requires him to have " attained as age which could 
allow him, without vanity, to boast of an ample knowledge 
and experience of the world." He had also been dismissed 
irom thcf army «ight years, and therefore, he could then 
truly assert that he was not a soldier; which reconciles 
perhaps the only contradictory assertion, not essentially 
connected with the preservation of his secret, to be found 
in the Letters of Junius. During the whole period in 
which the Letters appeared, Loni George was eotutant tn 
hit attendance on Au parliamentary dutiei, and bis town 
residence then, and for many years previously, was the 
bouse atlerwards occupied by the late Mr, Angerstcin, 
in Pall Mall, and recently well known as the National 
Gallery. Of the multitudes of persons who have viewed 
the treasures of art in this mansion, few have suspected 
that in all probabili^ tbey were traversing the aj»rt- 
ments in which the perturbed spirit of Junins sought 
revenge in composing his caustic and brilliant Letters. 
It is to be remarked, that one letter, written by the author 
of Junius under the signature of " Tell Truth," on the 
8th May 1772, is dated " Pall MaU " similar to the letter, 
written by Lord George to Lord Barriogton, and dated 
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irom the same place, in September I7fi9, wbieh we have 
given at p. 264; but this is tbe only instftnce in nhiob 
the wary Jnnius haa bees $'"''7 of rach an inodvertenoe. 
To account for the wonderful dispateb with which 
Junius became acquainted with Qarridt's vitit to Bich- 
mood, and the exact knowledge he diq>layB of other 
secret transactions in the interior of tbe palace, the 
industry of Mr. Qorentry haa diacorered thai at the 
period in question, Z<ard Oeorge rented a house at 
Richmond, formerly occupied bj the poet Thomson. 
This house stood exactly opposite to the eetrance to tbe 
grounds of the palace, near Riohmond Oreen, which tbe 
King then occupied. The fiwit of Lord George's hooM 
so completely overlooked tbe palaoe, that without excit- 
ing suspicion, he oould notice the daily arrivals with the 
utmost &cility^ and his friend Colonel Amherst (brother 
to Sir Jefiery Amherst) was one of the King's aids-de- 
camp, and held the situation of groom of tbe bed- 
ohamber, from whom be oould obtaiu iutelligenoe of 
what took place viihin the palace. Ajs this seems a 
point of some importance in the chain of evideno^ Mr. 
Coventry gives the following authority for his statement 
"The circumstance that I«ord Geoi^e 4id occupy this 
house at the time of Garrick's visit, was communicated 
to me by W, Iiittle, Esq., of Richmond, and has been 
fvl^ eonfirwei by a most respectable gentleman, an old 
inhabitant of the plAce, who knew Lord George per- 
sonally at the time of his residence there." Tbe palace 
was several years since pul|^ down, and the grounds 
now form part of Richmond Gardens ) but the house in 
which ThomsoD, and afterwards Lord Geoi^ resided, 
and which haa now became classic ground, is still in 
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existence, and was lately occupied by Lady Shafteaknry. 
The author of Junius Un masked,' obBervesthat: — "The 
situation of Privy Councillor, which Lord George held 
during ten yean, commenciog from 1765, rendered his 
opportunities for information of the most secret nature, 
in regard to every department of the government, very 
jar superior to those of any other individual, who has 
everheen suspected as the author of Junius. Hisfnend* 
ship for Mr. I^Oyly (whom we afterwards find holding 
the situation of Lord George's private and confidential 
ncretary), reveals the source of Jnnius's knowledge as 
regards the War Office, and his situation as Yice-Trea- 
Burer of Ireland, accounts for the very surprising and 
intimate acquaintance which Junius manifested with the 
most secret deliberations in regard to the affairs of that 
kii^dom. 

" His rank and situation gave him access to the person 
of the King, and having been familiar with him from 
his youth, he was intimately acquainted with his habits 
and disposition. His age and experience ; his long and 
intimate acquaintance with the history of his country, 
and especially that of his own times; his &mili&rity 
with every &mily of rant in the nation ; his services as a 
soldier, his interest in the army, and his practical know- 
ledge of every thing connected with it j his legal and 
political learning, acquired not only from the study of 
the English constitution, but from the practice of its 
forms, and the observations of its workings in the House 
of Commons ; his attainments as a scholar, and a man of 
the world; in fine, all the circumstances of his life and 
character, rendered him well fitted for a task like that of 
composing the Letters of Junius," 
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- The notice of the public, we have seen, was first drawn 
to the writinga of Junius by, his controversy with Sir 
WiUiam Draper, respecting the character of The Mab- 
otris OF Orahby, then commander-in-chief. Now it 
will be recollected, that Lord Granby served under Lord 
George at the Battle of Minden, and was complimented 
by Prince Ferdinand for his conduct on that day, at the 
expense of Lord George, and therefore, they must have 
been perfectly well acquainted with each other's talents 
and character; and it appears very strong circumstantial 
evidence to prove that Lord George was the author of 
the Letters of Junius, when we find he was treated as 
such, -not only by Lord Granby's intimate friend Sir 
William Draper, but also by a writer, who under the 
signature of 'Titcb,' put forth another defence of Lord 
Granby. Sir William Draper, as remarked by Junius, 
" entered the lists as a volunteer, with all the unpremedi- 
tated gallantry of a soldier;" but it is not probable that 
the commander-in-chief was such a novice, as to leave 
the entire defence of bis character to a volunteer, however 
able, and therefore it is not unreasonable to conclude, 
that Titus wrote from authority, and was famished with 
materials and ammunition from head- quarters, for the 
purpose of repelling the assault on his chief. The letter of 
Titus will accordingly be found to contain an able defence 
of Lord Granby; and in terms which cannot be misun- 
derstood, points out Lord George Sackville as the author 
of the attack on the Commander-in-chief, by bitter and 
sarcastic allusions to his disgraceful conduct at Minden. 
As the letter is of considerable length, and may be seen 
at large in Woodfall's Junius (vol. i. 83), we shall only 
give such extracts inmi it, as will confirm our statement : — 
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"My Lord Onmby's ohancter," eays Titus, "u a 
msD, aa a soldier, and eveo as a general, will stand the 
test. The honesty of his heart, the integrity of his inten- 
tions, hia intrepidity as a soldier, and his coodaot as 
an officer, are nnini peached. It is true, his talents oe 
conunander-in'Kjhief have never been tried in the field; 
bnt if we may be allowed to j odge from the whole of bis 
conduct daring the late war in C^ermaoy, where the 
execution of many importuit enterprises were intrusted 
to bim by one of the greatest geno^s, and one of the 
best judges of military merit in Europe, we may form 
great ezpectations, with the highest probability of not 
being disappointed. He knous Ao» to obej/; he knows 
that a good soldier tieeer dupuiei the camnumda cf hit 
tuperior. He always dischai^ed his duty to the tatU- 
faction of Duke Ferdinand, whose apprab^on, thanks, 
and acknowledgments, ha repeatedly obtained. Where- 
ever he was employed, he guned faononr to himself— he 
was beloved and esteemed by the army under bis com- 
mand — he was honoured and respected by the enemy — 
dear to the victors I — generous to the vanquished 1 You 
know, Junius, that he feared not to lead on the cavalry at 
Minden, He gained glory and honour at Warburg. It 
was the corps under bis command who fought and gained 
the battle at PhiUinghauaen. He was principally con- 
cerned, and acted as became the soldier and general, at 
Wilhelmstahl." Again: "Whatever Junius may think 
(though he may, for aught I know, be perfaeUtf vtae- 
guainled with U hinue^, the guning the affections of the 
soldiers will always be esteemed no mean qualification in 
a general," 

Junius, it appears, intended to answer this letter, for 
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hu Letter to'Sir William Dmper of I8th February 1768, 
whea first printed, cootained the following postcript: — 
" I bad deterraioed to leave the Cominander-iD -chief in 
the quiet powesBion of lua friend ami hU bottle; imt Titni 
detervM an atuuer, and thall have a complete one" It 
seems, bowerer, that Junim changed his mind, for no 
answer was ever given to the Letter of TitoBj and there- 
fore, when the ^nuine edition of the Letters of Janins 
were published, edited bj the author himself, he informs 
Wood&U, in a note of 27tb November 1771, that « the 
fotteript U) Titus must be omitted." Now this is a very 
cnrions circumstance, and strongly confirmative of Titos 
being right in his conjecture. Junius was evidently 
irritated at the first appearance of Titus's Letter, and 
meditated an answer; and his subsequent conduct can 
only be accounted for, on the supposition, that upon 
more mature reflection, be considered it would be too 
dangerous to enter into a contest with a man who had 
penetrated hu diiguite, and so let the matter drop; and 
when the Letters were afterwards collected into volumes, 
he artfttUi/ ivppreued the oulg evidence of hit having ever 
ncOiced the obnoxiont letter. 

It seeioB clear likewise, that when Jusios found Sir 
William Draper pertinaciously continued the contest, 
notwithstanding the severe castigatiou inflicted on him, 
he took the earliest opportunity of retiring from the 
field. "My answer," says he, " to your last letter shall 
be short; for I write to you with reluctance, and I hope 
we thail now conclude our correspondence for ever." It 
must, however, be admitted that be made bis retreat in 
excellent order, with colours flying, and all the honours 
of war. As the remembrance of hie old comrade Lord 
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Oranby, and the rest of his brethren in arms, vronld 
natorally be asBOciated with unpleasant recoUeetions in the 
mind of Lord George, the conduct of JnninB towards 
Lord Oranbf is quite intelligible and coasiatent with 
the hypothesis of Lord George's being the author of the 
Letters. But although he could not be expected to 
love the man who had crossed bis path, and eclipsed his 
fame at Minden,—- who had been a witness t^ainst him 
on his trial, and afterwards obtained an honourable and 
lucrative office from which he had been dismissed; still 
he seems to have been impressed with sentiments of 
respect for Lord Granby's character, for in a note to the 
genuine edition of the Letters, it is observed: — "The 
death of Lord Granby was lamented by Junius. He 
undoubtedly owed some compensations to the public, 
and seemed determined to acquit himself of them. In 
private life, he was unquestionably that good man, who, 
for the interest of his country, ought to have been 
a greiU (me," "Bonum virum facile dixeris; magnum 
lihenter. — I speak of him now wllhont partiality; I 
never spoke of him with resentment." 

As a further proof that Lord George Sackville was 
generally considered the writer of the Letters on their first 
appearance, we find in a poem entitled the 'Consuliad,' 
written by the unfortunate Chatterton, in January 1770, 
the following lines: — 

Let Draper to improve Me diction fight; 

Our heroes, like Lord Qtorge, could scold and write. 

Chatterton, in a few political letters which appeared in 

the periodicals of the day, evidently aimed at tbe style 

of Junius; he very probably attended to the rumours 

then afloat concerning the authorship. It was a question 
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sure to interest the discoverer of Rowley's Poema ; and 
the bold and passionate boy, whom neither dieappoint- 
ment, hunger, nor certain death, could depress — would 
hail a kindred spirit in the savage Janine. So that bis 
opinion is altt^etber deserving of attention. 

By the will of Lady Betty Germain, Lord George in 
1769, came into possession of personal property amount- 
ing to npwards of 20,000i., in addition to very valuable 
estates at Drayton in Northamptonshire; upon taking 
posseasion of which, be dropped the name of Sackville, 
and took that of Gbrh aik, which he continued to use 
' until he vraa called to the Upper House by the title of 
Viscount Sockville, in the year 1782. 

One of the most remarkable traits in the character of 
Junius, was the imperturbable coolness and self-posses- 
sion displayed in his public letters; and that Lord George 
was equally cool and collected, is evident from the 
following anecdote. Shortly after he had taken the 
name of Germun, he had presented a living in his gift 
to a young clei^mau who was totally unknown to him, 
on the recommendadon of a relative; and upon the 
gentleman's wddng on his Lordship to return thanks 
for the favour. Lord Germun, in the most courteous 
mumer observed, — that if he had any objection to the 
living, on account of the parsonage-house being situate 
near a powder-mill, he would exchange it for another 
which had just fallen in. To this the clergyman, to 
shew at once his gratitude and his wit, answered, that he 
would gladly avail himself of his Lordship's kind offer, 
as he disliked powder as much at Lord George SaeheiUe. 
To which his Lordship, without the least change of coun- 
tenance, replied, " In that particular. Sir, you may find. 
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Upon cotuideration, that common tame has deceived you." 
He then bowed and retired; and the facetious priest Boon 
afterwards discovered, to his astonishment and dismay, 
that Lord George Germain and Lord George Sackville 
were the same person ! 

Earlj in the seBsion of 1770, Lord George again 
performed a conspicuous part in Parliament, where his 
eloquence and sound reasoning soon gained him the 
applause of the House as an able oppositionist to the 
measures of ministers. Hie quickness at reply, and hu 
judgment on all important a&irs, were bo highly thought 
of by Mr, Pitt, that he styled him the Agamemnon of 
the day. 

It is remarkable, that from the time of his trial in 1760 
to the year 1760 (although in the interim he had been 
introduced as a member of the Priry Council), be did 
not come forward in any public capacity; but soon afler 
the commencement of Junius's Letters, we find him in 
the House of Commons assuming a position decidedly 
hostile to the existing administration. 

The antipathy of Junius towards Sis Flbtcbbk 
NoKioH, the Speaker, is evident from the contempt with 
which he uniformly speaks of him. And we find, that 
on the death of Sir John Cust in 1770, Lord North, on 
the 22d of January, proposed Sir Fletcher Norton to fill 
the vacant seat, and Mr. Rigby seconded the motion; 
but Lord George Germain did not approve of the 
worthy kntght, for he seconded the motion of Lord John 
Cavendish, who proposed the Right Honorable Thomas 
Townshend: Sir Fletcher, however, being a stanch 
ministerialist, was elected. 

On the 2eth May 1770, Junius tl 
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Speaker: — " The Speaker being j'oung in office, began 
with pretending ignorance, and ended with deciding for 
the Ministry. Wb were not surprised at the decision ; 
but he heeitated and blnahed at his own baseness, and 
every men was astonished." 

Lord George, however, finally succeeded in espclling 
Sir Fletcher Norton from the chair in the year 1780, 
when, in an able speech, he proposed Charles Wolfran 
Cornwall, Esq., to fill the chair, who was elected, after 
considerable opposition. 

At the opening of the session of parliament early in 
January 1770, we find Lord George in the House of 
Commons, foremost in the ranks of opposition, cavilling 
at the Ministers' answer to the King's speech. From a 
long speech he made on the occasion, which is given by 
Mr. Coventiy (p. 227), we extract the following passage 
respecting the Middlesex election: "The unprecedented 
decision of the majority of this House, with regard to the 
Middlesex election, has spread a gloom throughout the 
whole kingdom; every brow is clouded, and every heart 
is heavy. The treedom of election is the sacred palla- 
dium of English liberty, and when that is violated, it 
cannot be long before our constitution is in ruins. It is 
not enough that the majority vrho decided the question 
are satisfied with the rectitude of their intentions, or that 
they did not mean to break in upon that freedom, — the 
people must be satisfied. Their all is at stake; they 
apprehend that is in danger, and therefore they have a 
ri^t to demand security. The powerful influence that 
operates in this House is too visible. The people see it 
and dread it. But a snare is now laid to involve our 
Sovereign in the gidph of hit eerrupt administraUon ; to 
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draw him in as a party^, and to countenance the detpertUe 
measares of his Ministen; a enare which it is to be hoped 
this House will break. Whoever can concar in oifering 
such indignity to his Sovereign, is neither a good senator 
nor a good subject. He can have no worthy conceptioQ 
of the exalted character of a great prince, nor of the 
inestimable value of the liberty of a free people." 

"Can any one read this speech," obeervea Hr. Coventry, 
"without being forcibly reminded of the strong, energetic, 
powerful language of Junius? Many of the sentences 
are almost verbatim. The same violent attack on the 
Ministers, the same voice in reference to the King, the 
same allusion to tbe freedom of election, the massacre in 
St. Qeoi^'s Fields, tbe expulsion of Mr. Wilkes, and 
finally, a fear lest the shattered remains of the constitution 
should fall a prey to the violence of the people, and they 
in the end resolve to be governed without a parliament. 
Lord Geoi^ could liot have borrowed his ideas from 
Junius, provided he were not the author, as the speech 
was delivered in 1770, and the Letter of Junius, con- 
taining; the allusions above referred to, was not then 
published." ■ ' 

The' extreme hatred evinced by Junius to Lord 
Mansfield is notorious. ''Our language," says be, in 
his letter to his Lordship, " has no t«rm of-reproach, the 
mind has no idea of detestation, which has not been 
happily applied to you, and exhausted." ' It is equally 
clear that Lord Mansfield was likewise the subject of 
Lord Geoi^'s dislike; but the cause of this enmity is 
involved in considerable obscurity. Mr. Coventry says 
that it arose from Lord Mansfield's having assured him, 
previously to his trial, that he could not be convicted ; 
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but as Lord Mansfield had been appointed Chief Jastlce 
in 1756, four years prior to Lord Sackville's trial, and 
tben became a member of the Cabinet, it is not probable 
that he would give an extra-judicial opinion on a doubt- 
ful point of latv. Mr. Butler, who was more likely to be 
correctly informed on a subject of this nature, suggests, 
that Lord George's hatred against Lord Mansfield arose 
from his being the secret and confidential adviser of 
government in all state prosecutions: but from whatever 
cause the antipathy may have originally arisen, it appears 
that Wood&ll's trial before Lord Mansfield, for publish- 
ing Junins's Letter to the K.ii^, took place on the 13th 
of June 1770, and Junius's virulent Letter to Lord 
Mansfield is dated the I4th of November following. It 
is therefore not unlikely, that Lord George's dislike to 
Lord Mansfield was greatly heightened by the Chief 
Justice's conduct and demeanour on that trial; for we 
find, that when Serjeant Olynn brought forward his 
motion in the House of Commons on the 6tli December 
following, for a committee to inquire into the administra- 
tion of criminal justice, Lord George delivered the follow- 
ing speech on the occasion, in which a vein of satire and 
invective will be observed to run through the whole, 
nnder the mask of friendship for Lord Mansfield : 

"Consider, gentlemen," says the orator, "what will 
be the consequence of refusing this demand, this debt, 
which you owe to the anxious expectation of the public. 
The people, seeing his avowed defenders so loth to bring 
him forth on the public stage, and to make him plead his 
cause before their tribunal, will naturally conclnde, that 
be could not bear the %ht, because his deeds were evil; 
and that, therefore, you judged it advisable to screen him 
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bdiind tlie curtain of a majority. Though hit conditet aat 
never qaegtioned m parUamentf mark hmg he ia every dag, 
a»d entry hour, pohiiei out in primt and conversation, a* 
a perverter of the late, and an enemy of the conttUntion. 
No epithet u too bad for him. Now Le is the sabtile 
Scroggi, now the arbitroiy Jefinea. All the records of 
wir courts of law, and all the monumenia of our lawyers, 
are ransacked, in order to find Bufficientlj odious names 
hy which be may be christened. The libellous and 
virulent spirit of the times baa overleaped all the barriers 
of law, order, and deoonim. The judges are no longer 
revered, and the laws have lost all their salutary terrors. 
Juries will not convict petty delinquents, when they 
suspect grand erimiiuUt ffO impimished, H^ce libels and 
lampoons, audacious beyond the example of all odier 
times; libels, in comparison of vhidi, the North Briton, 
QDce deemed the ne pUu ultra of sedition, is perfect 
ioDocence and simplicity. The sacred number. Forty- 
five, fbr^rly the. idol of the multitnde, is eclipsed by 
the superior venom of every day's ddamation : ell its 
magical and talismanic powers are lost and absorbed in 
the general deluge of scandal which pours from the press. 
When matters aie thus CiFCUmstaneed, when the judges 
in general, and Lord Mtuufield in particularf are there 
huDg out to public scorn and detestatiou, now that 
libellers recsive no countenuice &om men high in power 
and in the publio esleemi— what will be the consequ^ice 
when it is publicly known, that they have been arraigned, 
and that their friends quashed inquiry which it was pro- 
posed to make upon their conduct 1 The consequence is 
more easily conceived than expressed. I foretee that the 
itnps of the i»%ss, the sons of ink, and the printers' 
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ttB little ae they will Ae judges. Like the tfro thieves in 
the Gospel, both will be hnng up and gibbeted, with the 
law crucified between yoa, for the entertainiH«nt of c<^e- 
houK politician^ gi'CBsy Carmen, and porters and bu'bers 
in tippling hoDses and night cellars. I CKnnot help 
IJiinking that it is the wish of Lord Mansfield himeelf to 
have hia conduct examined; nay, I collect as mucii thnn 
the language of a gentleman who may be supposed to 
know his aentiments. What foundation then is there for 
obstructing Inquiry? None at ^1. It is a pleasure to 
me to see my noble friend discorering such symptoms 
of conscious innocence. His ideas perfectly coincide 
with my own. I would never oppose the minatest 
scrutiny into my behaviour. However much condemned 
by the envy or malice of enemies, I would at least shew 
that I stood acquitted in my own mind. Qui fitgit 
jadicium, ipso le»te, reua esl." 

Mr. Coventry considers this speech one of .the most 
extraordinary ever delivered in the House of Commons. 
"Would any Mie," he asks, " who bad any rtal feeling 
for another, place faia noble friend in the degraded station 
of the thief in the Gospel, or gibbet him for the amuse- 
ment of the vulgar! There is also ample testimony on 
the face of the speech to prove that no indmacy subsisted 
between them at this period, from the avowal that ' it was 
from the language of a gentleman who might he supposed 
to know his sentiments,' that he considered Lord Mans- 
field wished his conduct to be inquired into" (p. 189). 

In allusion to the debate on Serjeant Glynn's motion, 
Junius says, in a letter dated December 13th, 1770: "Let 
it be known to posterity, that when Lord Mansfield waa 
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attacked with bo much vehemence in the House of Com- 
mons, on Thursday the 6th instant, not one of the Ministiy 
Baid a word in his defence." 

Here we find Junius and Lord Geoi^ both acting 
against Lord Mansfield at the same time, and on the 
same subject, in so similar a manner as to be not a little 
remarkable, if they were not like la rtjmbUque Franfatae— 

ONS AITD INDIVISIBLE. 

We have before noticed the extraordinary pains which 
Junius took to promote the interest of A.ldbrham 
Sawbridob, and his strenaoos endeavoors to get him 
appointed Lord Mayor, and we leam from Mr. CoTcntT7 
that the Alderman resided at Olintigh, in Kent He 
was Major in the East Kent militia, and afterwards 
Colonel of the East Battalion, and on mttntate lems uUh 
Sir Jeffay Amhent and Lord George SackviUe. 

These three families, whose estates were situated in 
Kent, possessed considerable influence in the countf, 
particularly that of Lord George, being descended from 
an ancient and powerful honse. He represented Hythe 
in two successive parliaments, in conjunction with 
William GlanviUe, Esq. On the decease of that gentle- 
man, which took place in 1765, the vacancy was filled 
up by WiUiam Amherst, Esq., brother to Sir Jeflfery. 
In the new parliament of 1768, Lord George resigned 
in favour of Alderman Saabridge, The election was, bow- 
ever, strongly contested by the Ministerial party, bat 
Lord George's interest was so great, that the Alderman 
was returned by a considerable majority. The line of 
politics parsoed by Alderman Sawbridge was strictly in 
unison with Lord George's principles at this eventful 
period. Both were strenuous in their efforts to shorten 
the duration of parliaments. 
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Thia IB a characteristic trait iu Juniu§, and it is evident 
from the interest uniformly manifested by that writer 
towards Alderman Sawbridge, that he was not only i>er- 
sonally acquainted with him, and respected his private 
character, hut was a sincere admirer of his principles as 
a politician. In a private letter to Mr. Woodfall (17th 
Fehriiary 1772) Junius says, " I could not have conceived 
it possible, that you could protract the publication so long. 
At this time, particularly before Mr. Sawbridge's motion 
(in &vonr of triennial parliaments), it would have been of 
singular use." And in another letter, of 29tb February 
1772, he says, " I am very glad to see that the book will 
be out before Mr. Sawbridge's motion." On the 4th 
March 1772, Mr. Sawbridge's motion came on, when the 
Alderman made a long speech, which is the only one 
reported, and the motion was of course lost by a lai^ 
majority. After a long search to find whether Lord 
George voted on the occasion, Mr. Coventry discovered 
the following paragraph in the Daily Advertiser of the 
10th March 1772: — " Through the kindness of one of 
our correspondents, we have been favoured with a few 
of the names who voted in fevour of Mr. Alderman's 
motion," and in this short catalogue stands the name of 
Lord George Sackville, which not onlj shews that he 
was in the Hoose that night, but also that his opinion was 
in unison with that expressed by Junius. 

On the 7tb February 1774, John Ho&hb and Hbnbt 
Sahfsoi* Woodfall were summoned to the bar of the 
House of Commons, the one as the anthor, and the Other 
the printer of a libel tm the Speaker; and although many 
able speeches were made for and against Mr. Home, 
Lord George took no part in the debate, but preserved 
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an entire silence. When, however, Capbun Phipps 
presented a petition from Mr. Wood&ll, acknowledging 
hu offence, and throwing himself apon the clemency of 
the House, Lord Oeoi^ was the only member who 
spoke in favour of receiving it, " hoping the House would 
disehaige the prisoner at the bar: his case," he asid, " was 
siugalarly bard; he was about to be punished for what 
his brother priatera were diuly guilty of, viz. printing the 
proceedings of the House;" and Woodftllwas accordingly 
ordered to be discharged. 

It will be recollected that Junins, in a private letter to 
Wood&ll, dated 12th Deoember 1769, says: "as to the 
House of Commons, there may be more danger. Bat 
even then, I am fully satisfied, the Utnistry will exert 
themselvea to quash such an inquiry, and on the other 
hand you wiU have fnendt." 

"Of all the political characters of the day," observes 
Dr. Good (Preliminary Essay, p. 81), " Mr. Gsjenvillb 
appears to have been Junius'^ favourite; no man was more 
open to censure iii many parts of his oonduct,.but he is never 
censured; while, on the contrary, he is extolled wherever 
an opportunity ofiers: yet Junins positively asserted that 
he had no personal knowledge of Mr, Grenville." 

In his letter of the 6th August 1768, Junius uplands 
Mr. Gren.vi)le for enforcing the Stamp Act in America 
and concludes by saying : — " Your oorrespondent con- 
fesses that Mr. Grenville is still respectable: yet he 
warns the friends of that gentleman not to provoke him, 
lest he should tell them what they may not like to hear. 
These are bat words. He means as little what he 
threatens, as when he condescends to applaud. Let us 
me«t upon the fair ground of truth, and if he fiads (me 
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vulnerable part in Hr. Orenville'e oharacter, let him fix 
his poisoned arrow there." 

Mr. Coventry (p. 181) shewB that Lord George Oer- 
main, in a speech delivered in the House of CommouB on 
the 7tb March 1774, in reply to Mr. Barke, observed, 
when speaking of the Stamp Act, "-/ aai ef opinion that 
it thould not be repealed, and voted amordingfyj' 

In one of Junina'a private letters to Mr. WitkeSr dated 
7ib September 1771, be declared himself faTonrdiile to 
repealing the duty on tea in America; and in a speech 
d«IivN«d in parliament on the 26tli January 1775, Lord' 
€reorge Germaia expresses similar sentiments. 

On a motion for making the " Grenville Act " per- 
petual, which was brought before the Home of Commons 
on the 25th February 1774, hoid George expressed his 
admiration of Mr. Oreuville's talents as a statesman, and 
his character as an indiyidualj io the following words; 
"The author of this bill (Mr. Grenville} had preserved 
a good name while in office and when oat,, and ha Bin>- 
cerely hoped the noble Laid wonld endeavour to have his 
name banded down to posterity with the same Amow at 
Mr. Orenville had." 

In 1757, an administration was attempted to be formed^ 
melnding Lord George as Secrstuy of War, and Geoi^ 
Grenville as Chancellor of the Exchequer; this was how- 
ever abandoned, from that period down to the time of 
Janins, althongh tbey continued membera (^ successive 
parliaments, and coincided in every retpeet m poUtiet, " I 
have never been able," observes Mr. Coventry, "to find 
that they were on terms of personal acquaintance ; bat it 
is evident from Lord George's eult^um on bis character 
after bis decease, that he continued a warm admirer of 
Mr. Grenville's talents as a statesman." 
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Lord George Germaia took a very active part in the 
debates on Indian afiairs, which were carried on with 
much acrimony and violence ; but he eeeniH to have acted 
conscientiously, giving his opinions with moderation, and 
preserving a strict r^ard to the merits of the case. It 
was, however, on American adairs that he was most 
calculated to infioence the House by his extensive know- 
ledge of that country, acquired through the medium of 
his intimate &i»id Sir JeSery Amherst, and others who 
had served there during the late war. He likewise 
obtained every information of what was then passing in 
America, through his nephew Lord Thanet, who cor- 
responded with Lee and other republicans in that country, 
and could therefore lay before the House informatian on 
Americaji affairs to which most of the members 'were 
utter strangers. Although his Lordship was decidedly 
hostile to ministers in everything else, he strenuously 
continued to support the opinions maintained by Junius 
respecting the dispute with America; and while the rest 
of the opposition condemned the whole of the ministers* 
measures. Lord Gteorge gave thrni his support on this point. 
At last, on the 28th March 1774, he laid down so clearly 
the poli<7 which ought to be adopted in the then crisis 
of afiairs, that Lord North publicly thanked him for his 
hints, observing, that they were worthy of »o great a 
nuW, and shortly afterwards it was discovered that his 
Lordship's personal assistance was required to extricate 
ministers from the labyrinth in which they were involved. 
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This glorious spirit of WuiooisM animateB milliont in America, 
irho prefer poverty with liberty, to gilded chains and sordid 
affluence, and will die in defence of their rights as men — as 
freemen, — what shall redst this spirit? 

Lord Chatham. 

With regard to the high-sounding, unintelligible phisses of 
legislative supremacy and parliamentary omnipotence towards 
the Americans, for my part, it only conveys to my mind such 
an idea, and equal satisfaction, as the answer given by the fine 
gentleman in the Ray, who being charged with baseness by his 
Mend, who told him he had eat his meat, drank his wine, and 
Mn with his wife, made no other reply, at the end of every 
ce, bnt, " Sir, I wear a sword." 

Lord Camdtm. 



Unfortunately for this country Mr. Grenville was at any rate 
to be distressed, because be was minister; and Mr, Pitt and Lord 
Camden were to be the patrons of America, because they were in 
opposition- Their declarations gave spirit and argument to the 
colonies ; and while perhaps they meant no more than the ruin 
of a minister, they in effect dirided one half of the emjnre &om 
die other. 



D,gn,-.rihyGOOgle 



CHAPTER XI. 

Lord GeniMUD appointed Secretuy of State for the American 
deparbneot — The price paid for hia aamstance, — HiaUnder- 
Secretuiea of State aodPiivftte Secretaiy, etc — Commence- 
ment sf hostilities witli America. — Tbe Brituh Miuiitera 
engage Genuan meTcenuie* to coerce &e Americana. — 
General Howe oliliged to evacuate Beaton. — Declaration of 
American Independence. — General Burgoyne and hii army 
ninender priaonera of war. — The Oeoeral denied a Coort- 
martiaL — Mr. Tem|^ LnHiell'B attack on Lord Grniwmi. — 
Mr. Fox denotmcea Lord OeimaJo'i mode of condndiiig tbe 
war. — Unpopularitjf of Hiniiter*. — ffir JaHbry Amherat 
appointed Coinntander.in-chie£ — France and Spain declare 
war against England. — ^leech of Geo:^e the Third to hia 
Cabinet Miniatera. — The mTcnder of Lord ComwalUa and 
hia anny to Washington. — The eflect of the inteUigance an< 
the King and hia Ministera. — Quarrel amongst the Ministen. 
— Resignation of Lord Germain. — Is created an English 
Peer, — Account of his Lordship's interview with his Majesty. 
— Further prooft of Lord Germun's identity with Junius. — 
Resignation of Lord North. — Peace with America. — Remarks 
on Lord Germain's conduct while Secretary of State. 
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When Lord Chatham sffirmB th&t tbe auAority of the BritUh 
legislalUTe is not sofbbiu over the coloniea, in the tame sense 
in irhich it U supreiae over Qreat Britwn, 1 liaten to him with 
^fGdence and respect; but without the ranalleBt d^i«e of con- 
viction or ament j,„^_ 



LosD Gbrkaih having adopted all those opinions 
which were hostile to America, and supported Lord 
North's bills, for ^tering tlia goTemment of Massa- 
chnsett's bay, and shafting np the port of Boston, the 
ministry considered him so valsable an anziUary, that 
it was resolved to ■ecore his futnre services. Ad oppor- 
tunity for carrying this desigo into execution soon pre- 
sented itself, by the resignation of the Duke of GrafWn, 
who bditg convinced of the hostile intentions of the 
cabinet sgainst America, declared that his coosdence 
forbade him «ipporting those measores in parliament, 
and therefore he resigned the privy seal, which was given 
to Lord Dartmonth; who was sncceeded as secretary 
o{ stale for the American department, on the 7th Sep- ' 
tember 1770, by Lord Germain, and the conduct of the 
war gainst America was principally entrusted to his 
gnidance. 

The immediate price paid by the ministry for the 
accession of I>ord Germain's talents to the government, 
appears to have been the place of Receicer-general of the 
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island of Jamaica, which by letters potent, dated lOtfa 
September 1776, was granted to Thomas Walley Parting- 
ton, Esq., for the life of one of Lord Germiun's Bons; 
but hia Lordship b; his will, disposes of the place, and 
declares that his friend Partin^n only held it as his 
Lordship's trustee. Here we find the grant of a lucrative, 
if not an important public office, masked with all the 
tact and sidll of Junius, and this is probably the first 
intimation given to the public, that the emoluments of 
the sinecure place of ReceiTer-general of the island of 
Jamaica hare been received by LordGtermain and his 
nominee from 1776 to the present time. Lord Germain's 
own opinion of the propriety of a man of his rank and 
fortune, having anything to do with such a place, is 
pretty plainly indicated by the pains taken to mask and 
conceal the real party benefited by the transaction. 

Upon receiving the appointment of Secretary of State, 
his Lordship continned as his onder-eecretaries Mr. De 
Orey and Mr. William Knox. The latter gentleman 
was one of Mr. Orenville's friends, and a very strenuous 
and persereriDg advocate for the British policy against 
America, and Mr. Be Grey was the son of the Attorney- 
general who prosecuted Woodiall for publishing Jnnius's 
Letter to the King. 

With the seals of the colonial department, Lord Ger- 
main held the office of First Lord of the Board ofTrade, 
and in this department he appointed Mr, Richard Cum- 
berland, the dramatist, Secretaiy to the Board. While 
the situation of his private and confidential leeretary was 
held by Mr. D'Oyly; the same gentleman, be it remem- 
bered, who had been discharged Irom the War Office, 
by Lord Barrington (previously to the expulsion of Mr. 
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Francis from the same office), which flret called forth the 
Letters written hy JnninB on Lord Barrington, under 
the signature of Veteran. 

It has been said, that Lord Germain's adoption of 
Mr. Grenville'e principles respecting America, was in a 
great degree influenced hy a letter written hy Sir Joseph 
Yates, one of the Judges of the King's Bench, to Chris- 
topher Griffiths, Esq., M.P. for Berks, relative to the 
dispute between Great Britain and her cohMiies ; and we 
find Junius eulogizing the character of Mr. Justice 
Yates, in a note to his letter of November 14th, 1770, 
to Lard Mansfield. 

To carry on the war with vigour against the Colonists, 
the British ministers engaged 16,000 German merce- 
naries to assist in their subjection : this not only exas- 
perated the Americans to the highest degree, bat was 
severely censured by many members of the opposition in 
parliament. 

About the banning of the year 1776, affairs bc^;an to 
take an unfavourable turn. General Howe being com- 
pelled by Washington to evacuate the town of Boston, 
on the 17th of March, and sail with the whole of his 
garrison, amounting to 7000 men, to Halifax, in Nova 
Scotia; and on the ever-memorable 4th of July 1776, 
the Congress voted their Declaration of Independence, by 
which act they for ever withdrew their allegiance from 
the king of England. Lord Germain now perceived 
that the war, which he flattered himself would have ter- 
minated fevourably, began to assume an alarming aspect, 
still he, and his colle^ue Lord North, continued inex- 
orably firm in their determination to snpport the King's 
private opinion, which was to prosecute the war to the 
last extremity. 



son LOBD OBOROE aSBHAIIT. 

Further disastere fellowed in the succeeding year, 
when Cienerai Bw^yne and nearly 6000 men were 
obliged to surrender prisonere of war by the Conveatiwi 
of Saratoga; and upon the General's arrival in England 
on bis parole, he was refased admittance into the pre- 
sence of his sovereign, denied the jostioe of a coart- 
martial on his 'conduct, and subjected to a series of mini- 
sterial persecntions. 

■ Mr. Vigners, havingmoved in parliament foran inquiry 
into the Convention of Saratoga, Mr. Temple LuttrdI 
(a name held in ntler abhorrenoe by Jmiias), dren a com- 
pariton between the conduct of the General and the War 
Minuter, " In former times," he said, " it had been the 
cuHtoTQ of Britons to give praise and thanks to such of 
their officers and servants as exerted their strenuous and 
zealous effi>rts for the public weal, even if those efforts 
were not crowned with success; but now-a-days they 
bestowed praise only in proportion to the listleesnees and 
inattention with which those servants performed their 
dnty. The noble lord in the blue riband (Lord North) 
had recommended to his Sovereign a war minister (Lord 
Geoi^ Oermain), whose public incapacities for every 
vigorous exertion of mind, whose disgrace at the Court of 
George the Second urns founded on the most dedcive censure of 
a Covrt-narliiU, whose loss of Ike nation's confidence and his 
oivn character is on piJilic record. What had the nation to 
expect from his councilsT What plan of his, since he has 
been in office, dare he expose to the public eye, and say it 
has succeeded? Why then should we give him a partial 
acquittal, to the prejudice of a gallant officer (General 
Bar^yne), whose only crime has been avowedly that he 
was too aealons, too brave, loo enterprising, too anxiotu for the 



n,gn,-PrihyGt)0^lc 



LOBD OBOSQK OBBHAIN, 903 

f/ood of Us cOHniry, had itrietly obeyed his orders, and dotu 
all that BritUh valour teas capable of, to carry the Minister's 
plan into execution ? Had he, instead of thati receded fl<i>m 
hiB ixioan, disobei/ed the eomtitandsofhis»vperion,and hid 
himaetf from danger, he mi^t have had pretensioDB to 
one noble lord's patrou^e (Lord If ortb'a), and to the 
other's (Lord Qeoi^ Qermain) digoitiesand emoltiiaentfl. 
General Bnrgo^iie asks a fair and open trial; the man 
who shriakB from it, and avails himBelf of an anjast 
partial acquittal, must be guilty." 

Lord George Germain replied, that he never was per- 
sonal in the House to any one, never by any conduct of 
his merited snch an attack; he deapited that AonomMe 
meraber, hut wotUd level himaelf teith his wretehed character 
and maUee; old at he wot, he would meet that fighting 
gentleman, and he revenged. (Here he was interrupted by 
a cry of order in the House, and general conthsion). 

The Speaker said, if the Honse would support him, he 
would keep order. (A cry of chair, chair). 

Lord Iforth admitted that Lord Germain had been 
out of order; what fell fi^im him had nothing to do with 
the qnestion, it was a personal attack on an individual, 
and theret<»« out of order. 

Mr. Luttrell said he wonld not be bullied out of the 
privilege of a member of that House, he had a right to 
speak bis sentiments publicly and fully on a public cha- 
racter. The lenience of the Court-martial in the reign of 
George the Second, wot a pubUe record relative to a man in 
a public pott of tnut, which required spirit, zeal, abilities, 
and integ^ty, and many essential qualities, ae requisite in 
a war minister as in a general. He had not alluded to 
the noble Lord's private vices or virtues, and if he could 
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be conceived ont of order as to the question, it could not 
imply tb&t a. public charge against the minister was a 
private fertonaUty. 

Mr. Lnttrell took an opportunity, in the confusion of 
debate, to get out of tbe House, to avoid being compelled 
not to resent Lord Germain's personal abase of bim; but 
the Speaker gave orders to the Serjeant-at-Arms, to stop 
Mr. Luttrell, and bring him to his seat, when the afiair 
was preveoted from proceeding to eztremi^ by the inter- 
vention of the Speaker and the House. 

The reader, we think, cannot &il to be struck with the 
similarity of an expression in Lord Geoige's reply to 
the phraseology used by Junius. In a private letter to 
Mr. Woodiall, he says, " that Swinny is a wretched, but 
dangerous fool ;" and in another letter of the 1 7th Decem- 
ber 1771, he observes, "this Bctevola is the wretekedest 
of all fools and dirty knaves." 

Mr. Vox, in a speech made on the 2d December 1777, 
thus comments on Lord Germain's mode of conducting 
the war:—" For two years that a certain noble Lord has 
presided over American affairs, the most violent, scalping, 
tomahawk measures have been purened: bleeding has 
been his only prescription. If a people deprived of their 
ancient rights are grown tumultuous — bleed them! If 
they are attacked with a spirit of insurrection — bleed them! 
If their fever should rise into rebellion — bleed theml cries 
this state physician: more blood! more blood! still more 
blood! When Dr. Bangrado had persevered in a similar 
practice of bleeding his patients, killing by tbe very 
means which he used for care, his man took the liberty 
to remonstrate upon the necessity of relaxing in a practice 
to which thousands of their patients had fallen sacrifices, 
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and which was beginning to bring their namee into dis- 
repute. The Doctor answered, " I believe we have indeed 
carried the matter a little too far, but you must know 
I have written a book upon the efficacy of this practice; 
therefore, though ereiy patient we have should die by it, 
we must continue the bleeding for the creditof my book," 

And in aaother debate, on the appointment of Sir Hugh 
Palliser as Governor of Greenwich Hospital, Mr. Fox 
observed, that "the late promotion of SirHugh wae on a 
par with the promotion of a man to one of the highest 
civil employments in the state, who had been publicly 
degraded last war, and declared incapable of serving again 
in any military capacity at the head of every regiment in 
the army." To this direct attack, Lord Germain made 
no other reply than to remark, with his usual hauteur, 
"that he treated if and ill atttfior with the contempt they 
deserved." 

The extreme unpopularity of the ministers, and parti- 
cularly Lord Germain, at this period, may be seen from 
the following passage in Mr. Cumberland's Memoirs, 
(i. 398): 

" The conflict with America now raged at its height ; 
that was a business out of my office to be concerned in, 
and I willingly pass it over; but it was in my way to know 
the eflects it had upon the anxious spirit of my friend 
(Lord Germain); and very much it was my wish and my 
endeavour, by every means in my capacity, to be helpful 
at those hours, which were necessary for his relaxation, 
and take to my share as many of the burthensome and 
vexatious concerns, as, without intrusion upon other 
people's offices, I could relieve him from. All that I could 
^I did; and as I vras daily with him, and never out of call. 
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I reflect with comfort, there were occasions when my 
zeal was not unprofitably exerted for his alleviation and 
repose. I might say more, for these were trying and 
unquiet times. It U not a very tafe or emitdile predieameitl 
to be marked out for a knoan attaehment to an wtpoptdar 
character, and be continually under arms to turn oat and 
encounter the prejudices of mankind." 

It was in the year 1778, by the influence of Lord 
Germain, that his most intimate friend General Lord 
Amherst was appointed commander-in-chief of the army, 
and made a cabinet-minister, he baring two years before 
been created a peer by the title of Baran Amherst. 
General Amherst and Lord George Germain bad lived 
on the most intimate terms from childhood. Jeffery 
Lord Amherst was bom within a mile of Knowle Park, 
Lord George's paternal residence, and it was to Lionel 
Dnke of Dorset that he owed his first appointment in 
the army. When the Duke was Lord-lieutenant of Ire- 
laud, and his son Lord George was fais secretary, Lord 
Amherst formed part of tbe faonsehold. As an instance 
of the great intimacy subsisting between tbe two ftmiUes, 
it is to be observed, that Lord Amherst's eldest brother 
was named SachviUe Amherst. 

The friendship evinced by Jnniua for General Sir 
Jefiery Amherst on all occasions, the zeal he displayed 
in avenging his wrongs, and the intimate knowledge 
he shews of the General's services and character, have 
already been pointed out, and must be obvious to the 
most careless reader of his Letters. 

Shortly after the surrender of General Bui^yne, the 
French entered into an alliance with the Americans, offen- 
sive a»d defensive; and on the delivery of the Spanish^ 
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rescript, by which war wae declared by that natioD gainst 
Great Britain, in June 1779, it ie said his Majesty 
ordered all his cabinet-ministerfi to attend him at the 
Qnsen's Palace. They were shewn into the library, where 
there was a long table, and chairs for every minister, 
and an arm-chair at the lop for the King. When they 
were all seated, his Majesty made a long speech to his 
ministers. He b^an with expressing his regard for 
Mr. Grenville, and his concern for his loss, and after- 
wards declared his resolation to carry on the war against 
America, France, and Spain ; and if they approved of it, 
he gave them an assurance of his firmest support. The 
ministers all acknowledged their perfect devotion to his 
Majesty's commands. 

About two years afterwards, an event occurred which 
first caused the dismission ol Lord Germain from the 
ministry, and ultimately the retirement of Lord North 
himself, and was the virtual termination of the war; thia 
was the surrender, on the 19th of October 1781, of Lord 
Comwallis and the whole of his army at York Town in 
Virginia. 

" During the whole month of November 1781," says 
Sir N. Wraxall, "the concurrent accounts transmitted to 
government, enumerating Lord Comwallis's embarrass- 
ments, and the positions taken by the enemy, augmented 
the anxiety of the Cabinet. Lord Geoi^e Germain, in 
particular, conscioDS that in the prosperous or adverse 
termination of that expedition must hinge the &te of the 
American contest, his own stay in office, as well as pro- 
bably the duration of the ministry itself, felt, and even 
expressed to his friends, the strongest uneasiness on the 
subject. The meeting of parliament, meanwhile, stood 
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for the 27th of November. On Sunday the 25tb, about 
aooD, official intelligence of the surrender of the British 
forces at York Town, arrived from Falmontb, at Lord 
Germain's houee in Pall Mall. Lord Walsingham, who 
previooB to his father Sir William De Grey's elevation 
to the peerage, had been nnder-secretary of state in that 
department, and who was selected to second the addiera 
in the House of Peers, on the subsequent Tuesday, 
happened to be there when the messenger broaght the 
news. Without communicating it to any other person. 
Lord George, for the purpose of dispatch, immediately 
got with him into a hackney-coach, and drove to Lord 
Stormont's residence in Portland Place. Having im- 
parted to him the disastrous intelligence, and taken him 
into the carriage, they instantly proceeded to the Chan- 
cellor's house in Great Rnssell-street, Btoomsbury,whom 
they found at home; when, after a short consultadon, 
they determined to lay it themselves, in person, before 
Lord North. He had not received any intimation of 
the event, when they arrived at his door in Downing- 
street, between one and two o'clock. The first Minister's 
firmness, and even his presence of mind, gave vray for 
a short time, under this awful disaster. I asked Lord 
Geoi^ afterwards, how he took the communication 
when made to him? ' As he would have taken a hall in 
his breast,' replied Lord Geoi^ ; ' for he opened his 
arms, exclaiming wildly, as he paced up and down the 
apartment during a few minutes, <Oh God! it is all 
over!' Words which he repeated many times, noder 
emotions of the greatest agitation and distress. When 
the first agit^ion of his mind had subsided, the four 
ministers discussed the question, whether or not it might 
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be expedient to prorogae parliament for a few days; but 
as scarcely an interval of forty-eight hours remained 
before the appointed time of aasembling, and as many 
members of both houses were already either arrived in 
London, or on the road, that proposition was abandoned. 
It became, however, indispensable to alter, and almost to 
model anew, the King's speech, which had been already 
drawn up and completely prepared for delivery from 
the throne. This alteration was therefore made without 
delay; and at the same time. Lord George Oennain, as 
secretary for the American department, sent off a des- 
patch to his Majesty, who was then at Kew, acquainting 
him with the melancholy termination of Lord Com- 
wallis's expedition. Some hours having elapsed before 
these different, but necessary acts of bueiness, could take 
place, the members separated, and Lord Geoi^e Germain 
repaired to his office in Whitehall. There he found a 
confirmation of the intelligence, which arrived about two 
hours a,ReT the first communication, having been trans- 
mitted from Dover, to which place it was forwarded 
from Calais, with the French account of the same event. 
" Idined that day at Lord Geoi^'s; and though the 
information, which had reached London in the course of 
the morning from two different quarters, was of a nature 
not to admit of long concealment, yet, it had not been 
communicated either to me, or to any individual of the 
company, as it might naturally have been, through the 
channel of common report, when I got to Pall Mall, 
between five and six o'clock. Lord Walsingbam, who 
also dined there, was the only person present, except Lord 
George, acquainted with the &ct. The party, nine in 
number, sat down to table. I thought the master of the 
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house appeared eerioiu, though he mauifeated no discom- 
poaure. Before the dinner was finished, one of the 
BervantH delivered him a letter, brought back by the 
messeager who bad been dispatched to the King. Lord 
Geoi^ opened and perused it, then looldng at Lord 
'Walsingham, to whom be excluaiTely directed his obser- 
vation, 'the King writes,' said he, 'juat as he always 
does, except that I observe he has omitted to mark the 
hour and minute of his writing with his usual precision.' 
This remark, though calculated to awaken some interest, 
excited no comment; and while the ladies. Lord George's 
three daughters, remained in the room, we repressed our 
curioait]'. But thej had no sooner withdrawn, thauLord 
George having acquainted us that, from Parb, information 
hadjust arrived of theoldCountdeMaurepaa,iir8tininister, 
lying at the point of death. 'It would grieve me,' said 
I, ' to finish my career, however far advanced in years, 
were I first minister of France, before I had wibiessed 
the termination of this great contest between England and 
America.' 'He has survived to see that eveot,' replied 
Lord George with some agitation. Utterly onsuspicions 
of the fact which had happened beyond the Atlantic, I 
conceived him to allude to the undecisive naval action, 
fought at the mouth of the Chesapeake, early in the 
preceding month of September, between Admiral Graves 
and Count de Grasae, which, in its results, might prove 
most injarious to Lord Comwallis. Under this impres- 
sion, ' My meaning,' said I, ' is, that if I were the Count 
de Maurepas, I should wish to live long enough to behold 
the final issue of the war in Vii^iuia.' ' He has survived 
to witness it completely,' answered Lord George; ' the 
army has surrendered, and you may peruse the particulars 
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of the capitulatioD in tbat paper;' taking, at the same time, 
one from his pocket, which he delivered into my hand, 
not without visible emotion. By his permission I read 
it aloud, while the company listened in profound silence. 
We then discussed its contents, as affecting the country, 
the ministers, and the war. It must be confessed they 
were calculated to diffuse a gloom over the most convivial 
society, and that they opened a wide field for political 
speculation. After perusing the contents of Lord Corn- 
wallis's surrender at York Town, it was impossible for 
all present not to feel a lively curiosity to know how the 
King had received the intelligence, as well as how he had 
expressed himself in his note to lord Geoi^e Germain, 
on the first communication of so painful an event. He 
gratified our wish by reading it to us, observing at the 
same time, that it did the highest honour to fais Majesty's 
fortitude, firmness, and consistency of character. The 
words made an impression on my memory, which the 
lapse of more than thirty years has not erased, and I shall 
here commemorate its tenor, as serving to shew how that 
Prince felt and wrote, under one of the moat afflicting, as 
well as humiliating, occurrences of his reign. The billet 
ran nearly to this effect. ' I have received with sentiments 
of the deepest concern, the commnnication which Lord 
George Germain has made to me, of the unfortunate 
result of the operations in Virginia. I particularly lament 
it, on account of the consequences connected with it, and 
the difficulties which it may produce in carrying on the 
public business, or in repairing such a misfortune. Bat 
I trust that neither Lord Geoi^ Germain, nor any mem- 
ber of the cabinet, will suppose, that it makes the smallest 
alteration in those principles of my conduct, which have 
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directed me in past time, and which will always continue 
to animate me under every event, in the prosecution of 
the present contest.' Not a sentiment of despond^icy nor 
of despair was to be found in the letter; the very hand- 
writing of which indicated composure of mind. What- 
ever opinion we may entertain relative to the practicability 
of redacing America to obedience by force of arms at 
tfae end of 1781, we must admit that no sovereign could 
manifest more calmness, digni^, or self-command, than 
Geoi^ the Third displayed in hia reply." 

The surrender of Lord Comwallis and his army* caused 
the ministry to quarrel among themselves. They first 
laid the cause of this disaster upon each other; but at 
length settled it upon only two persons: namely, Lord 
Sandwich and Lord Germain. Those who laid the blame 
upon Lord Sandwich, contended that the misfortune was 
owing to the not having sufficient naval force on the 
American station. The other party contended that the 
misfortune was owing to Lord Germain's plan of opera- 
tions. It is not necessary to state the facts upon which 
these two opinions were founded. They have been pub- 
liehed by Lord Comwallis uid Sir Henry Clinton, in 
vindication of themselves. The contention upon tfae 
question, whether the Secretary of State, or the First 
Lord of the Admiralty, should be removed, lasted some 
time. 

It was in this divided state of the ministry that parlia- 
ment met, and on the first day of the session it was obvious 
to every one that the dispute was not settled. In the 
debate on the address. Lord George Germain said, " that 
Iiis opinion was, notwithstanding the surrender of Lord 
* Almon's Anecdotes, ti. 135. 
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Comwallis, that if Great Britain gave up the sovereigntjr 
of America, we were undone." Mr, DundaB, Lord-advo- 
cate of Scotland, contradicted and reprobated this opinion 
severely; and Mr. Rlgby, who was Paymaeter, bluntly 
said, "we were beaten, and must therefore give np the 
plan of the war," When parliament adjourned for the 
Cfaristmas holidays, the dispute continued open. 

It is certain that when Lord George Germain delivered 
bis opinion, he thought he delivered the opinion of a 
much greater authority than his own. But be was not 
entroBted with the real secret. There were other persons 
who were honoured with a larger share of confidence 
than he was at this dme ; and this party triamphed. They 
resolved to remove Lord George Germain from office, 
and to recall Sir Henry Clinton, who had requested it; 
and to make one measure the consequence of the other, 
although there was no connexion between the two cases; 
but in order to make a connexion between them, they 
applied to Sir Guy Carleton to succeed Sir Henry Clinton, 
being perfectly well assured that Sir Guy Carleton would 
never go to America, while Lord George Germain con- 
tinued secretary of stale for the American department. 
The manoeuvre succeeded. Sir Guy Carleton wrote a 
letter to the Lord Chancellor (Lord Tborlow), saying, in 
substance, that he could not accept the command under 
the American secretary. The Lord Chancellor carried 
this letter into the closet. On Wednesday, the 2nd of 
January 1782, previously to the levee, there fras ameeting 
of ministers, attended by Lords Mansfield, Hillsborough, 
Stormont, and North, and Mr. Jenkinson (afterwards 
Earl of Liverpool), when it was finally decided to remove 
Lord Germain. When Lord Geoi^ was informed that 
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bis fitte was decided, be desired leave to reetg^i, which 
was allowed him; and to lighten his &II, he was created 
an English peer. Accordingly, early in the month of 
Febntaiy 1782, Iiord Germain resigned the seals of hie 
office into the king's hands, and received in recompense 
for his servioes the honour of the peer^e. The separation 
between the sovereign and the secretary, was not unaccom- 
panied with emotion on either ade. The circumstance 
attending bis elevation is thus related by Sir Nathaniel 
Wrazall, who received his information from the month 
of Lord George the same day it occurred. " The king, 
after r^retting the unfortunate events that had dictated 
the measure, and thanking Lord Geoi^e for his services, 
added; ' Is there any thing I can do to express my 
sense of them, which would be agreeable to you 7' ' Sir,' 
answered he, ' if your Majesty is pleased to raise me to 
the dignity of the peerage, it wUl form at once the best 
reward to which I can aspire, and the best proof of 
your approbation of my past exertions in your affairs.' 
< By all means,' said the king: ' I think it very proper, 
and shall do it with pleasure.' 'Then, Sir,' rejoined 
Lord George, ' if you agree to my first request, I hope 
you will not think it unl>ecoming or unreasonable in me, 
to ask another &vonr. It is to create me a FiacmuU, as, 
should I be only raised to the dignity of a Baron, my 
own secretary, my lawyer, and my father's page, will all 
take rank of me.' The king expressing a wish to know 
the names of the persons to whom be alluded; 'The first,' 
replied Lord George, 'is Lord Walsingham, who, as 
your majesty knows, was long under-secretary of statfi in 
my office, when Mr. DeGrey. The second is Lord Lough- 
borough, who has always been my legal adviser. Lord 
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Amherst u the third, who when page to my father, the 
late Duke of Dorset, haa often aat on the bracee of the 
Btate coach that coDveyed him, as Lord -lieutenant of 
Ireland, to the parliament-bouse at Dublin/ The king 
smiled, adding, 'What you say is very reasonable; it 
shall be so; and now let me know the title that you 
choose.' ' I have already. Sir,' answered Lord George, 
' in the possible anticipation of yonr majesty's gracious 
disposition towards me, spoken to the Duke of Dorset, 
and obtained his permission as the head of my family, to 
take the title of Sackvillb; having been compelled to 
renounce my own name, in order to avail myself of the 
bequest of the estate of Drayton iu Northamptonshire, 
made me by Lady Betty Germain in her will, I shall 
therefore in some degree recover It by this means.' ' I 
quite approve of that idea," replied his majesty, 'and if 
you will state to meyour title, I will write it down myself 
before we part, and send it directly to the Chancellor.' 
The king immediately placed himself at a table, took 
the pen and ink lying upon (t, and having committed 
the Fiscounty to paper, asked him what Barony be chose? 
Lord George answered, ' that of Bolebrook in Sussex, 
being one of the most ancient estates belongiag to the 
femily, and contiguous to Buckhurst, the original peer^e 
conferred by Queen Elizabeth on his ancestor, the first 
Earl of Dorset.' When the king had copied it, he 
rose np, and with the most condescending expressions of 
concern, as well as satis&ction, allowed Lord George to 
withdraw from the closet." The extraordinary opposi- 
tion made by certain peers to Lord Saokville's entrance 
into the Upper House, has been related in a former 
chapter. It will be remarked that the reason given by 
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Lord G«oi^e for wishing to be made a viscount was, 
Uiat if he were created only a baron, his secretary. Lord 
JVaUmgham, his lawyer. Lord Loaghborough, and his 
father's page, Lord Amherst, would take precedence of 
htm. Probably it may be thought singular, that the 
author of Junius should have formed any connexions 
with the two first- mentioned noblemen. For the fiither 
of Lord Walsingham, while he was Mr. De Grey and 
Attorney -general, conducted the prosecntioa agiunst 
Woodfall for publishing the celebrated Letter to the 
King. Junius, however, appears to have regarded 
him with sentiments of respect, for in his preface, he 
mentions Mr. De Orey's mode of conducting the trial 
in the following terms: — " My Lord Chief Justice De 
Grey, who filed the information ex o^io, is directly with 
Junius. If he had concurred with Lord Mansfield's 
doctrine, the trial must have been a very short one; the 
&cts were either admitted by WoodfaWa counsel, or easily 
proved to the satbfaction of the jury. But Mr. De Grey, 
&r irom thinking he should acquit himself of his daty 
by barely proving the &cts, entered largely and not 
without ability, into the demerits of the paper which- he 
called a seditious libel. The criminal intent, the libelloDs 
matter, the pernicious tendency of the paper itself, were 
the topics on which he principally insisted, and of which 
for more than half an hour, he tortured his Acuities to 
convince the jury. If he agreed in opinion with Lord 
Mansfield, his discourse was impertinent, ridiculous, and 
imreasonable. But understanding the law ss Junius 
does, what he said was at least consistent, and to the 
purpose." 

Lord Germain probably found Mr. De Grey acting 
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as nnder-secretarj when he became secretary of state, 
and therefore, did no more than continue an efficient 
officer, whose services he conld not well dispense with. 

Mr. Wedderbume, it most be admitted, is never men- 
tiooed bv Janius but in terms of contempt and hatred; 
still we think Lord Germain's connexion with this 
learned gentleman is by no means irreconcilable with 
the hypothesis of his being Junius, for it cannot be 
considered anything uncommon for a discreet man to 
consult the most eminent lawyers of his time respecting 
his private a&irs, without reference to their political 
principles, and we are inclined to think, that Junius was 
in the habit of treating with asperity many individuals 
with whom he lived on terms of intimacy, and apparent 
friendsbip, and that such unwarrantable condoot vFas one 
of the principal reasons of his intense anxiety to proserve 
his secret inviolable. 

Lord North's administration did not continue long 
after the dismission of his colleague Lord Germain, for 
on the 4th of March following, the House of Commons 
declared, that whosoever should advise bis Majesty to 
any further prosecndon of offensive war against the 
colonies of North America, should be considered as a 
public enemy. This was the death-blow of Lord North's 
administration. His Lordship retired from office early 
in the month of March, and was succeeded by the Mar- 
quis of Rockingham, who dying shortly afterwards, the 
Earl of Shelburne was called to preside over bis Majesty's 
counseb; under whose auspices pravitiional articles of 
peace were signed, on the 30th of November 1782, by 
which the independence of the thirteen provinces was 
unreservedly acknowledged by his Britannic Migesty. 
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Daring the ecven ye&n that Lord Germain was secre- 
tary of state, he had principally Charles Fos to contend 
with, and throughout this long and arduous period it is 
admitted that he displayed signal ability, parUcolarly in 
his replies. 

" In business," says Sir Nathaniel Wrazall, " Iiord 
George Germain was clear and accurate, rather negli- 
gent in his style, which was that of a gentleman and a 
man of the world, onstudied and frequently careless, 
even in his official despatches. But there was no 
obscurity or ambiguity in his com positions." 

Sir Egerton Bry dges, in his notes on Wraxall's Memoirs, 
observes that, "there was one man who always moved 
uith an impenetral^ cloud anmiuj him — Lord George 
Germain; but he was an able man, indostrious, saga- 
cious, and wise. His extreme gravity and melancholy 
were a contrast to the lightness and wit of Lord North. 
Misfortunes sunk deeper into his heart, and be thought 
of future consequences with more fear and regret; but, 
I believe, that he had the good of his country in his con- 
science, and executed his duties with fidelity and skill." 
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ME. EICHARD CUMBERLAND 



On some fond breast the parting bouI reliee. 
Some piofia drops the closing eye requires; 
E'en from the tomb the voice of oature criea, 
E'en in our ashes live their wonted fires. 

Qrag'e Elegy. 

Where now 's the Trifler 1 where the child of Pride I 
These are the moments when the heart is tried ! 
Nor lives the man, with conscience e'er so clear. 
But feels a solemn, reverenlial fear. 

Bloomfield. 

Can volume, pillar, pile, preserve thee great? 
Or must thou trust tradition's simple tongue, 
When flattery sleeps with thee, and history does thee wrong? 
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CHAPTER XII. 

Remark! on Mr. Richard Cumberland's xealous attachment to 
Lord Gennaiu. — Hii ntuation when Lord Geimain became 
head of the Board of Trade. — His introductian to his new 
chieC — Eztraordinai; intimacy between Lord Oermain and 
Mr. Cmnbeiland. — Cmnberiand's account of his unexpected 
appointment to the Secretarjahip of the Board of Trade. — 
His character of Lord Germain as a man of busineM. — 
Remarkable agreement between this account end Jmuiu's 
deacription of hia own mental operations. — Surprise of Lord 
Gerroain's friends at his intimacy with Mr. Cumberland. — 
Lord Sackville's mode of life in retirement, with anecdotes 
of his Lordship. — Proofs of his haughty diapodtion. — His 
condescenaion to inferiors shewn not to be inconsistent with 
hia real character. — Mr. Cumbertand'a ' gratitude to his 
patron. — His disbelief that he bad any connexion with 
Junius. — The suspicion mentioned by hia Lordship in bis 
last illnese. — Probable motives for making the communica- 
tion. — The real bond of union between I^rd Sackville and 
Mr. Cumberland explained. — Hia Lordship's last conversa- 
tion with Mr. Cumbeiiand on the afiur of Minden.— Instances 
of Junius's extraordinary malignity agunst Lord Mansfield. 
— Mr. Cumberland's account of the mysterious interview 
between Lord M ansfield and Lord Sackville, when the latter 
was at the point of death. — The conduct of the parties 
inexplicable on any other assumption than that of Lord 
Sackville's being Juniua. — Mr. Cumberland's description of 
lue laat hours.— His death.— His Lordship's personal ap- 
pearance and character. — The abjections to the bypotheds 
of Lord Sackville's being Junius slated, end answered. — 
Proofe that his handwriting was similar to that of Junius. — 
Lord Sackville proved to have all th^ characteristics <tf 
Junius enumerated by Mr. Butier and Dr. Good. 
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Even now they tell you, that life is no more than a dramatic 
weue, in which the heso should preserve kit eoiuiittney (o the 
'^ Jtmiiu to lit Diiit ofBe^ord. 



Wb now approach the last stage of Lord Sackville's 
eventful life, and find in the Memoirs of Mr. Richard 
Camberland another torch, whose clear light will guide 
us through the remainder of his gloomy career. Even 
those who do not concur with Mr. Cumberland in think- 
ing hia patron was "an ill-used and much-injured man," 
must admire the honest zeal with which be defends and 
▼indicates the memoTy of fais beneftctor. He has emi- 
nently succeeded in investing his narrative of the trans- 
actions that took place during the last days of Lord 
Sackville with a deep and melancholy interest, by the 
touching nature of the incidents described, the sympathy 
l^ewn for the sufferings of his friend, and the heartfelt 
gratitude expressed for fovours received at hia hand — all 
this proves the sincerity of Mr. Cumberland's attachment 
to Lord Sackville, and imparts additional value to bis 
testimony — indeed, so tenacious is Mr. Cumberland of 
his Lordship's honour, that we much doubt whether his 
narrative would ever have been published, if the writer 
could have foreseen, that it would furnish evidence to 
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ideotify his Lordship with the Anthor of the Letters of 
Junius ; such however is the contra^ed ken of mortals, 
that we often become the ancooBcions instmrnents of 
effecting^ what we least desire ; and b; sach unexpected 
means (for we deem it improper to lenn them accidents) 
are crimes, and deviations from the path of rectitude, 
frequently brought to light. 

It appears that Mr. Cumberland, to use his own words, 
" was & subaltern in the Board of Trade, uncomfiatably 
executing the office of Clerk of the Reports, when bj the 
accession of Lord George Germain to the seals of the 
colonial department, he had a new principal to look up 
to." Before this period, he was an entire stranger to 
Lord Germain, aod thus describeB his introduction to his 
Lordship: "When Lord Geo^ had taken the seals, 
I asked lay friend Colonel James Cnnoinghain to take 
me with him to Pall Mall ; which he did, and the cere- 
mony of paying my respects was soon dismissed. I 
confess I thought my new chief was quite as cold in 
nianaer as a minister need be, and rath^ more so than 
mj intermediate friend had given me reason to expect." 

Here we have to note, that Colonel Jamet Cunuinghtrnf 
to whom Mr. Cumberland was indebted for his formal 
introduction to Lord Germain, was not only one of his 
Lordship's intimate friends; but is the same officer 
mendoned by Junius in his account of the " in&moua 
transactioa" about appointing Colonel Luttr^ adjutant- 
general in Ireland, which we have before cited (p. 76). 
And as Colonel Cunningham alone ^pean to advaati^ 
in that obscure and complicated military intrigue, and 
Junius was fully acquainted with ail its rapaificatioiu, 
the probability is, that he derived his information from 
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Cunninghani bimself: and thus we have another strong 
And independent proo^ of the identity of Junius vi& 
Lord George. 

The notice taken of the affair by Junius, had such an 
«ffeGt npon the minlBtiy, that Colonel Lottrell was obliged 
to resign a teiv days afterwards, and Cunningham was 
Agtun reinstated in his situation of adjnlant-general in 
Ireland. 

Shortly after this unpromising introduction, we find 
Lord George and Mr, Cumberland on terms of the 
closest firiendshtp, without any apparent reason for the 
onnsual intimacy between persons moving in such difier- 
«nt spheres of life. We are told of the proud and aris- 
tocratic principal, inviting his subaltern to his country 
seat, and soon afterwards appointing him secretary to 
the Board of Trade. 

" One day," says Mr, Cumberland, " as Lord Geoi^e 
was leaving the office, he stopped me on the outside of 
the door, at the Iiead of the sturs, and invited me to pass 
some days with him and his &am\y at Stoneland, near 
Tunbridge Wells. It was on my part bo unexpected, 
that I dotAted if I had rightly understood him, as he had 
spoken in a low and subdued voice, as his manner 
was, and I consulted bis confidential secretary Mr. D'Oyly, 
whether be would advise me to the journey. He toltf 
me that he knew the house was filled from top to bottom 
with a large party, that he was sure there would be no 
room for me, and dissuaded me from the undertaking. 
I did not quite follow his advice by neglecting to present 
myself, but resolved to secure my retreat to Tunbridge 
Welts, and kept my chaise in waiting to mal:e good my 
qnaiters. When I arrived at Stoneland, I was met at 
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the door by Lord George, wbo soon diBcorered the pre- 
caution I had taken, and himMlf condacted me to my 
bed-chamber, told me it bad been reserved for me, and 
ever after would be set apart as mine, where he hoped I 
would consent to find myself at home. This was the 
man I had esteemed so cold, and thus was I at once 
introduced to the commencement of a friendship, which 
da; by day improved, and which no one word or action 
of bis life to come, ever for an instant inlermpled or 
diminished. Shortly after this, it came to his know- 
ledge that there had been a treaty between Mr. Pownall 
and me, for his resignation of the place of secretary, and 
he asked me what had passed ; I told faim how it stood, 
and what the conditions were that my superior in office 
expected for the accommodation, I had not yet men*- 
tioned this to him, and probably never should. He said 
he would take it into his own hands, and in a few days 
signified the King's pleasure that Mr. Fownall's resig- 
nation was accepted, and that I should sncceed him as 
secretary in clear and full enjoyment of the place, tBtlhout 
ang eompensation whaitoner. Thus was I, beyond all 
hope, and without a word said to me that could lead me 
to expect a &vour of that sort, protaoted hy tnrprue to a 
very advantageout and detirable tiluatum. I came to my 
office at the hour appointed, not dreaming of such an 
event, and took ray seat at the adjoining table, when 
Mr. Povrnall being called out of the room, Lord Qeorge 
turned round to me and bade me take his chair at the 
bottom of the table, announcing to the Board bis Majesty's 
commands, as above recited, with a positive prohibition 
of aU at^ulationa. When I had endeavoured to express 
myself as properly on the occasion, as my plated state 
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of spirits would allow of, I remember Lord George made 
answer, "that if I was as well pleased upon receiving 
bis Majesty's commands, as be was in being the bearer 
of them, I was indeed rery happy." If I served him 
truly, honestly, and ardently ever after, till I followed 
him to the grave, where is my merit? How coald I do 
otherwise?" — CtmberlaniTa Memoirs, i. 393. 

The plun English of Mr. Cumberland's statement 
seems to be, that Lord George dismissed Mr. Fownall 
from bis situation of secretary to the Board of Trade, 
and appointed Mr. Cumberland to bis place, without bis 
paying any comideration to Mr. Pownall for tbe accom- 
modation, which it appears be was willing to do. This 
arrangement was no doubt very satisfactory to Mr, Com- 
berland, and as we are not told that Mr. Pownall made 
any complaint, the probability is, that he received com- 
pensation from the piAlic in the shape of a retiring pension 
— but however this might he, it is quite clear that the job 
was so mui^ed as to confer a great boon on Mr. Cum- 
berland, for he says, *' I bad four sons at Westminster 
school, boarding at one house, and my two danghtera 
coming into tbe world, so that the accession to my cir- 
cumstances, which my promotion in office gave me, jmt 
me greatly at my ease, and enabled me to press their 
education with advanti^." 

When Lord George entered upon the duties of bis 
new office, Mr. Cumberland soon discovered bis Lord- 
ship's superiority in point of talents over bis predecessor 
Iiord Clare, and gives the following account of his 
straightforward and able mode of transacting his official 
business: — "A very short time sufficed to confirm the 
idea I bad entertained of Lord George's character for 
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decision and dispatch in buBiness; there was at (Mice an 
end of all circumlocatoiy reports and inefficient forms, 
that only impeded business, and substituted ambi^itj 
for precision; there was (as William Gerard Hamilton, 
speaking of Lord Geoi^, tmlj observed to me) no 
inuA m hi» mind; — he riudied no ehoiee phrtuet, no nper- 
fiaoiu atyrda, nor ever suffered the cleanteu of hia ooneefUotu 
to he clouded bg the obtcurity of hU expretiiena, for these 
were die simplest and most unequivocal that could be 
made use of fi>r explaining his opinions, or dictating his 
instructions. In the mean while he was so momentarily 
punctual to his time^ so relt^ously obserraot of his 
engagemests, that we, who served under him in office, 
felt the sweets of the exchange we had bo lately made in 
the person of our chief." 

Here we find Lord George praised for that clearness 
of expression, and terse, and condensed style, so rranark- 
able in Junins; and Mr. Cumberiand's account will be 
found to correspond precisely with Janius's own descrip- 
tion of his mental operations, in rejeotii^ and casting off 
all those extraneous accessories that embarrass men of 
ordinary capacity, and coincides with the direct and 
determined manner in which Junins at once proceeds to 
the very heart and core of any subject under his invest!- 
gation, as described in a letter written by Junins, under 
the signature ofAmieus Curue,^ and dated 10th of June 
1760, In which he says: — 

" I am an old reader of political controversy. / 
remember the great Walpolean battles; and am not a 
littie diverted with the combats of party at this time. 
They are still carried on with ability and vigour. Long 
habit has taught me to pass by all the declamation with 
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which the ohtimpiooB pctrade. I look upon it as no 
better than Jhoee flourishes of the bac^iTDrd with which 
the great masterB of my time in the mnphitheatre enter- 
tained the spectators, merely to shew their dezteHty, bat 
which made no part of the real ei^gement. I r^ard 
as nothing the trappings of panegyric with which they 
decorate their jHends. I entirely overlook the dirt with 
whieh they so reiy liberally bespatter their «nemieB. 
Whoever a fael is touched npon, there I fix. When a 
dtttinet charge is made upon a nunister, I look fbr a 
dittmet <md parlieular atuwer, that denies, or admitting; 
expliuns, or in sotDe &roarable manner accounts for the 
feet chained. I^ instead of this, I find nothing more 
than a long paper, in which the auUiar of the ohatge is 
called a thousand names, and the person accused is liiled 
up to the skies as a miracle of ability and virtue, I am 
obliged, as an equitable judge, to consider the cause not 
as defended, but as utterly abandoned; and the Court 
most enter an admission, by his own advocates, of the 
charge against him," 

The above paragraph Is fiirther remarkable as tending 
in other respects to establish the claim of Lord (George, 
as it proves that Juniue mnst have passed the meridian 
of life; for the Walpolean battles ceased in l?4l, when 
Sir Robert Wolpole wag driven from power. At that 
time Lord Geoi^e was not a member of parliament, and 
therefore he says, " I am an old reader of political con- 
troversy," The allusion also to the gladiatorial exhibitions 
of former timeB,* with which Junius appears to have 

* A very curious accoimt of these gladiatorial exhibitiona, 
which were superseded in this countiy b; the modem tcieace of 
boxing, will be found in the Spectator (vol. vL, No. 436). 
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been quite femiliar, irao more likely to proceecl from the 
pen of a cavaliy officer than 8 civiliftti. 

Lord Qermatn'B extraordinary partialis for Mr. Cum- 
berland's society ^peare to have been particularly noticed 
by some of his Lordiihip'B friends; for Mr. Cumberland 
adds : " Here I hope to be forgiven if I record an answer 
of Lord George Germain's to an o^ciout geiOletiuin, who 
upon some reference to me in his concerns, expressed 
himself with surprise at the d^ree of influence which I 
appeared to have. 'You are very right,' replied my 
friend; ' that gentleman has a great deal to do with me 
and my aflairs, and if yon can find any other to take his 
place as disinterestedly attached to me, and as capable 
of serving me, I am confident he will hold himself very 
highly obliged to you for relieving him from a burden 
that brings him neither profit nor advantage, and only 
subjects him to sach remarks as yon have now been 
making.' " 

Whether Mr. Cumberland merited this compliment 
for his " disinterested attachment" to his Lordship, the 
reader will form his own opinion from Mr. Curoberland's 
preceding statement ; but we shall presently find, that 
Lord Germain had a more private and partiwlar retuoit 
for the kindness and patron^e bestowed by him on his 
proteg^, which continued unabated to the time of his 
Lordship's death. 

From the period of Lord Geoi^'s quitting office and 
being called to the House of Peers, he lived in a retired 
manner, occasionally at Drayton, in Northamptonshire, 
or at Bolebrook, near Tnnbridge Wells, but principally 
at his beautiful mansion Stoneland Park, in Sussex. 
Here, avray from the bustle of public life and the cavils 
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of party, be passed the remainder of bis days in peace 
and retirement. 

From Mr. Cumberland's Memoirs ve collect many 
interesting particulars of his Lordship's domestic life 
and habits in bis latter days, which will be found to 
i^ree with the conclusions drawn by Dr. Good, that the 
author of Junius was " strict in bia moral conduct and 
in his attention to public decomm, and an avowed 
member of the established church." " I now foresaw," 
says Mr. Cumberland, " the coming on of an event that 
must inevitably deprive me of one of the greatest comforts 
which still adhered to me in my decline of fortune. It 
was too evident that the constitution of Lord Sackville, 
long harassed by the painful visitation of that dreadfnl 
malady the stone, was decidedly ^ving way. There was 
in him so generous a repugnance against troubling his 
friends with any complaints, that it was from external 
evidence only, never from confession, that his sufferings 
could be guessed at. Attacks that would have confined 
most people to their beds, never moved him from his 
accustomed punctuality. It was ourious, and probiAly 
in some men's eyes would, from its extreme precision, 
have appeared ridiculously minute and formal; yet in 
the movements of a domestic establishment so large as 
his, it had its uses and comforts, wbicb bis guests and 
family could not fail to partake of. As sure as the band 
of the clock pointed to the half-hour after nine, neither 
a minute before nor a minute after, so sure did the good 
lord of the castle step into bis breakfast- room, accoutred 
at all points according to his own invariable costume, 
with a complacent countenance, that prefaced his good 
morning to each person there assembled^ and now. 
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whilM I reoidl thoM Boenes to mj remnnbnmoe, I feel 
gntified bf the reflection, that I oever paHsed a. night 
banealh his roof, but that his morning's aalatation met 
me at mj post He allowed an honr-atid-a^ialf fbr 
Ivakfkat, and regularly at eleven took his morning's 
oircoit on horseback, at a foof s pace; for his infirmity 
would not admit of any strong gestatim. He had an 
old grooin, who had grown grey in his service, that was 
his constant pilot upon these excursions; and his general 
custom was to make the tonr of his cottages, to recon- 
noitre the condition they were in, — whether their roofe 
were in repair, their windows whole, and their gardens 
well cropped and neatly kept All this it was their 
interest to be attentive to, for he bonght the produce of 
thear fruit trees; and I have heard him sby with great 
sadsiaction, that he has paid thirty shillings in a season 
for strawberries only to a poor cottager, who paid him 
one shilling annual rent for bis tenement and garden. 
This was the constant rata at which he let them to his 
labourers; and he made them pay it to his steward at his 
yearly audit, that they might feel themselveB in the class 
of regular tenants, and sit down at table to the good 
cheer provided for them on the audit day. He never 
rode out without preparing himself with a store of 
sixpences in his waietcoat-pooket for the children of the 
poor, who opened gates and drew oat sliding bars for 
him in his passage through the inclosures. These baniers 
were well watched, and there was rarely any employ- 
ment fiir a servant But these sixpences were not indis- 
criminately bestowed; for as he kept a chari^ school 
upon his own endowment, he knew to whom he gave 
them, and generally held a short parley with the gale- 
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opener ss he paid his toll for passing. Upon the very 
first report of illness or accident, relief was instantly 
Bent, and they were put on the sick list, regularly visited, 
and constantly supplied with the beet medicines, admin!- 
stered upon the best advice. If the poor man lost bis 
cow or his pig or his pookry, the loss was never made 
up in money, but in stock. It was his custom to buy 
the cast-off liveries of his own servants as constautly as 
the day of clothing came about, aud these he distributed 
to the old and worn-out labourers, who turned out daily 
on the lawn and paddock in the Ssokville livery to pick 
up boughs and sweep up leaves, and in short do just 
as much work as served to keep them wholesome and 
alive. 

"To his religious duties this good man was not only 
regularly, bat respectfiilly attentive. On the Sunday 
morning he appeared iu gala, as if he was dressed for & 
drawing-room; he marched out his whole family in 
grand cavalcade to his parish church, leaving only a 
cendnel to watch the fires at home, and mount guard 
upon the spits. His deportment in the House of Prayer 
was exemplary, and more in character of times past than 
of time present. He had away of standing up in sermon 
time, for the purpose of reviewing the congregation, 
and awing the idlers into decorum, that never &iled to 
remind me of Sir Roger de Coverley at church. Some- 
times, when he has been struck with pase^es in the 
discourse which he wished to point out to the audience 
as rules for moral practice worthy to be noticed, he would 
mark his approbation of them with such cheering uoda 
and signals of assent to the preacher, as were ofien more 
than my moscles could withstand; but when to the total 
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overthrow of all gravity, in his zeal to enconr^^e the 
efforts of a very yoang declaimer in the pnlpit, I heard 
him cry out to the Reverend Mr. Heary Eatoff in the 
middle of his sernioii, — 'Well done, Harry 1' — it was 
irresistible; sappression was out of my power: what 
made it more intolerably comic was, the anmoved sin- 
cerity of his manner, and his surprise to find that any 
thing had passed, that could provoke a laugh so out of 
time and place. He had nursed up with no small care 
and cost in each of his parish churches a corps of rustic 
psalm- singers, to whose performances be paid the greatest 
attention, rising up, and ;ivith his eyes directed to the 
singing-gallery, marking time, which was not always 
rigidly adhered to; and once, when his ear, which was 
very correct, had been tortured by s tone most glaringly 
discordant, he set his mark upon the culprit by calling 
out to him by name, and loudly saying, ' Oat of tune, 
Tom Baker!' Now this faulty musiciaii Tom Baker, 
happened to be his Lordship's botcher, but then in order 
to set names and trades upon a par, Tom Butcher was 
his Lordship's baker; which I observed to him was 
much such a reconcilement of cross partners as my illus- 
trious friend George Faulkner hit upon, when in his 
Dublin Journal he printed — 'Erratum in our last — For 
his Grace the Duchess of Dorset, read her Grace the 
Duke of Dorset.' I relate these little anecdotes of a 
man, whose character had nothing little in it, that I may 
shew him to my readers in his private scenes, and be as 
far as I am able the intimate and true transcriber of his 
heart." — Cumberland's Menoin, ii. 237. 

The lofty hauteur and sovereign contempt, with which 
Junius treats ail his opponents, is another of his principal 
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characteristics, and that Lord Sackville was of a proud 
and haughty dispoBition is clear from the concurring 
testimony of all bis contemporaries. We have before 
mentioned the elaborate and singular defence which Mr. 
Almon makes in answer to this charge, and find also 
Lord Orford, when speaking of Lord Granby, remarking 
that "Lord George's haughlmtM lost this young man, 
as he had the Dnke of Marlborough." Mr. Butler too 
says, he recollects Lord George was considered "emi- 
nenthf aristoeratie" Wilkes, in one of his Letters to his 
daughter, tells her — " I have been this morning at the 
meeting of the commissionera for new paving West- 
minster, Lord George Germain looked very stately." 

Like many otLer proud men, Lord Sackrille appears to 
have been kind and benevolent to his mferiora — where 
no opposition was offered to his sovereign will — when all 
pretension to equality was out of the qnestion — when 
" the toe of the peasant did not approach too near the 
heel of the courtier," and nothing came " between the 
wind and his nobility," be was aU affability and con- 
descension. His kindnees to Mr. Cumberland for a long 
series of years was most remarkable, and it appears from 
the following anecdote, that his benevolence extended 
below Mr. Cumberland's sphere of life; and that his 
domestics felt the comfort of living with him rather as 
humble IHends than as menial servants. Hia Lordship 
one day on entering his house in Pall Mall, observed 
a lai^ basket of vegetables standing in the hall, and 
inquired of the porter to whom they belonged, and from 
vheoce they came? Old John immediately replied, 
" they are <mr» my lord, from owr country house. 
"Yerj well," rejoined the peer. At that instant a car- 
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riage stopped at tbe door, and Lord Gcorgs t 
round, aaked what coach it was? " Own" raid honest 
John. " And are the children in it oun too t" aaid his 
lordship, laughing. " Most ceitainlj, 1117 lord," replied 
John, with the ntnwst gravi^, and imme^atel^ ran to 
lift them out. 

It must not however be eoncladed, that these instanoea 
of a kind and benevolent dieposidon are aofficioit to out- 
weigh the mast of facta, and stror^ chain of circamstantial 
evidence, which have been addaeed to prove him the 
aathor of coinpoaitiona fraught with so much maligni^ 
as tbe Letters of Janius. Man, in his best state, is an 
anomaloDB being— a strange compound of tenderness 
and cruelty, dignity and meanness. Heroes, who have 
not scrapled to sacrifice withont pi^ or remcrse, tens of 
thousands of their fellow-mortals on the altars of Moloch, 
have been known to exhibit symptoms of sensibility on 
accidentally beholding a single individual in inuninent 
danger. Those who have searched deepest into the 
recesses of the human heart tell us, that there is a pro- 
pensity in our nature to lull " the still small voice of 
conicience," and to atone for secret transgressions by 
iSutive acts of penitence ; and it should seem that men <^ 
the highest order of intellect are most prone to this self- 
delusion, for Dr. Johnson confessed, a short dme before 
his death, that for an act of disobedience to his father 
caused by pride, he went in advanced age to Uttoxder 
in very bad weather, and stood for a considerable time 
bareheaded during a heavy rain in the market-piaoe. 
" In contrition," says the great moralist, " I stood, and I 
hope the penance was expiatory ;" and it is recorded of 
Eugene Aram, that he endeavoored to atone for his foul 
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crime, and to conciliate the eateem of manlund, bj a tender 
regard for the weltare of woroia and reptiles. 

Mr. Camberland proved the eincGrit; of his gratitude 
hy attending his patron with much assidnitf and k i nd ne aa 
during hia last illness, and was pres^it when he expired; 
and it is from hia acconnt of various conversations and 
incidents that -oconrred dnring thia illness, that we may 
extract evidence,— unintentional and indirect certainly, 
but for that very reason the more valuable and decisive, 
to prove that this nohlranan was. the author of the Letters 
of Junius. 

"I never heard," says Mr. Cumberlanii, "that my 
iriend Lord Oeoi^ was amongst the suspected authors 
of Junius, till by way otjest he told me so not want/ dags 
before his death. I did not want him to disavow it, for 
there could be no occasion to disprove an impossibility ;" 
and then he goes on to give that opinion of Junios which 
we have stated in our first chapter. 

Now, as Lord Sackville was quite sensible that he was 
in extremis when be made this communication, and in all 
other respects seems to have been preparing for the last 
solemn change, with that seriousness and composure of 
mind befitting his sitnatioa, it is not a little extraordinary 
that he should jeit on this particular sohject. Is it not 
more probable that the great mystery of his life was then 
struggling for vent in his perturbed breast f and that 
he was seeking that relief, which a disclosure of the 
oppressive secret would afford to the firmest mind in 
such an awfiil moment? 

If such were his intention, Cumberland's i^unt and 
honest avowal of his sentiments respeodng Junius, waa 
not calculated to encourage his Lordship to unboeom 
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himMlf, and accordingly the subject appears to hare 
dropped ; bat from wbat passed, we gain a knowledge of 
this important fact, that even then, Lord Sackvilledid not 
dUawne the imputed authorship. 

From the same anthentic source of informatioD we 
learn, that the disgrBcefuI sentence of the Court-martial 
rankled In his Lordship's breast to the latest honr of his 
existence, and was almost the last topic of discosBion 
which he held with Cumberland. 

Here too, we hare disclosed to us t^ real bond of tmion 
and tympathy between Lord SaekviUe and Mr. Cumberland. 
It appears that Cumberland had attended his Lordship's 
trial through the whole of the process, and regularly 
reported what occurred to the celebrated Bub Dodington, 
who was then out of town, and from what Cumber- 
land heard and observed on that occasion, he formed a 
favourable opinion of his Lordship's case. 

This at once explains the cause of Lord Sackville's 
kindness and patronage to Mr. Cumberland. He thereby 
attached to himself a kunAle friend, who was ever ready 
to aid him in "fighting his battles o'er again," and to 
condole and sympathize with him on the all-absorbing 
subject of bis misfortunes and wrongs. 

As Mr. Cumberland's account of this interesting con- 
versation cannot be curtailed without injury, we shall 
give it entire, in his own words : — 

" I well remember the evening being most serene and 
lovely, we seated ourselves in the chairs, that were placed 
out upon the garden grass-plat, which looks towards Crow- 
bery and the forest Our conversation led us to ike affair 
of Minden; my friend moil evidently courted the diteuation. 
I told him I had diligently attended the whole process of 
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the trial, and that I had detailed it to Mr. Dodington ; 
I had coDsequGutly a pretty correct remembrance of the 
leading circuniatancei as they came out upon the evidence. 
But I observed to him that it was not upon the ques- 
tions and proceedings agitated at that court, that I could 
perfect my opinion of the case; there must probably be 
a chain of leading causes, which, though they could not 
make a part of his defence in public court, might, if 
developed, throw snch lights on the respective conduct 
of the parties, as would have led to conclusions different 
to those which stood upon record. To this he answered, 
' that my remarks were just; there were certain circnm- 
Btances antecedent to the action, that should be taken 
into consideration, and there were certain forbearances 
posterior to the trial, that should be accounted for. The 
time was come, when he could have no temptation to dis- 
guise and violate the truth, and a much more awful trial 
was now close at hand, where be must suffer for it if he did . 
He would talk plainly, temperately, and briefly, to me, as 
his manner was, provided I would promise him to deal 
sincerely, and not spare to press him on such points as 
required explanation. This being premised, he entered 
upon a detail, which, unless I could give, as taken down 
from bis lips, without the variation of a word, so sacred 
do I hold the reputation of the dead intrusted to me, and 
the feelings of the living, whom any error of mine might 
wound, that I shall forbear to speak of it except in general 
terms. He appeared to me throughout his whole discourse, 
like a man who had perfectly dismissed his passions; his 
colour never changed, his features never indicated embar- 
rassment, his voice was never elevated, and being relieved 
at times by my questions and remarks, he appeared to 
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speak without pain, and in the event his mind seemed 
to be lightened b^ the discharge. When I compare 
what he said to me in his last moments (not tao hours 
before he expired J, with what he slated at this conference, 
if I did not from mj heart, and upon the most entire 
conviction of my reason and understanding, solemnly 
acquit that injured man (now gone to his account) of the 
opprobrious and false impatation deposed against him at 
his trial, I must either be brutally ignorant, or wilfully 
obstinate against the truth." — Menwirt, u.245. 

The malignity with which Junius pursued Lord Mans- 
field is Bofficiently notorious from a perusal of his 
jmiUc Letters, but it is only from his private notes to 
Wuod&U, that we learn the inlenseness of his hatred 
against that great and amiable nobleman. The polished 
and brilliant Junius does not scruple to apply to his 
Lordship such coarse and atrocious expressions as these ; 
" We have got the rucal dotan, let ut tlrai^le him ij it be 
poiiible" Again, " I will never rest till I have detlroyed 
or expelled that wretch — the fellow truckles already." And 
we leem from Jnnius's private letter to Lord Chatham, 
recently published, that he urged the Utter to impeach 
Lord Mansfield, and move for his commitment to the 
Tower. 

On this subject we beg leave to remark, that the cir< 
cnmstance of Lord Mmsfield having always maintained 
a dignified composure, and never shewn any symptoms 
of petulance or resentment, under the virulent attacks of 
Junius, from the press; or the terrible philippics of Lord 
Chatham, in the House of Lords, speaks tnimpet-tongued 
in &vour of the purity of his motives, and the integri^ 
of his conduct. Serene in conscious innocence, his calm 
and well-regulated mind never lost its equilibrium. 
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Virtue may be asatuled, but never hurt ; 

Surprised by unjust force, but not enthralled : 

Yea, even that vrhich mischief meant most hann, 

Shall in the happy trial prove moat glory. 

Miltai. 
Lord Mansfield certainly survived one, and we believe 
both, of hia great antagonista many yeare, passing the 
remiunder of a long and illustrious life in the tranquillity 
of a philosophical retirement; pOBsessing hia mental 
&cultieB unimpaired to the last, and blesaed with that 
peace of conscience, which is the sweetest reward that 
can be enjoyed in this world, at the close of a vlrtnoos 
and well-spent life. 

Junius has told us in his dedication, that " a death-bed 
repentance seldom reaches to restitution;" and the truth 
of the axiom seems to be strikingly exemplified in the 
extraordinary interview that took place at the desire of 
Lord Sackville, in his last moments, with Lord Mansfield, 
which ie described by Mr. Cumberland in so powerful 
and graphic a manner as to arrest the attention of the 
most careless reader. We must, therefore, allow Mr. 
Cumberland to describe the scene in his own language: 

" Lord Sackville wished," says Mr. Cumberland, "to 
take his last leave of the Earl of Mansfield, then at 
Tanbridge Wells. I signified this to the Earl, and 
accompanied him in his chaise to Stoneland; I was pre- 
sent at their interview. Lord Sackville, just dismounted 
from his horse, came into the room, where we had waited 
a very few minutes, and sta^;ered as he advanced to 
reach his hand to his respectable visitor; he drew his 
breath vrith palpitating quickness, and if I remember 
rightly, never rode again ; there was a deathlike character 
in his countenance, that v\sih\y aff4cled and disittrbed Lord 
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Hansfield, in a manner tbat I did not quite expect) for 
it had more of horror in it, than a firm man ought to 
have shewn, and leu perhaps of other feelings than a 
friend, invited to a meeting of that nature, must have 
ducovered, had be not been frightened from hu propriety. 

" Aa soon as Lord Sackville had recovered his breath, 
hi* piaiior remaining tHent, he bt^n b;^ apologizing for 
the tronbie he had given him, and for the anplcasant 
epectacle he was consoions of exhibiting to him in the 
condition he wa» now reduced to ; ' But my good lord,' 
he said, ' though I ought not to have imposed upon you 
the painful ceremonj' of paying a last visit to a dying man, 
yet M great was my anxiety to- return you my unfeigned 
thanlcB for all your goodness to me, all the kind protec- 
tion you have shewn me through the course of my un- 
prosperouB life, that I could not know you was so near 
to me, and not wish to assure you of the invariable 
respect I have entertained for your character; and now 
in the most teriout manner to tolicit your forgiveness, if 
ever in the fluctuations of politics, or the heats of party, 
/ have appeared in your eyes at any moment of my life 
unftut to ^our great meritt, or forgetful of your many favours/ 

" When I record tliis speech," says Mr. Cumberland, 
" I give it to the reader as correct; I do not trust to 
memory at this distance; I transcribe it— I scorn the 
paltry trick of writing speeches for any man, whose name 
is in these Memoirs ; or for myself, in whose name these 
Memoirs shall go forth respectable, at least for their 
veracity; for I certainly cannot wish to present myself 
to the world in two such opposite and incoherent cha- 
racters, as the writer of my own history and the hero of 
a fiction. Lord Mansfield made a reply perfeelfy becoming 
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and highly taiufactory ; he was fer on in jears, and not 
in sanguine health, or a strong state of nerves : there was 
no immediate reason to continue the discourse ; Lord 
Sackville did not press for it; his visitor departed, and 
I staid with him. He made no other ohserration upon 
what had passed, than that it was eztremeljr obliging in 
Lord Mansfield, and then turned to otiier sabjects," 
— Cumberland' a Memoirt, li. 249. 

On any other assumption than that of Lord Sack- 
ville being the Author of the Letters of Junius, this 
affecting and myeterious meeting seems quite inexplicable, 
when we take into account all the attending circum- 
stances. The hasty sammons sent by a man tottering on 
the brink of eternity, — tbe promptness with which that 
summons was obeyed, — the solemnity of the meeting, — 
the evident embarrassment of the parties, — the notbing- 
uess of the result ! 

To send express for Lord Mansfield to solicit his for- 
giveness, if ever Lord Sackville had appeared in Lord 
Mansfield's eyes unjust lo his great merits, or forgetful 
of his mam/ favours, — really seems more like one of 
those solemn sneers, or cutting gibes, which the Chief 
Justice had been accustomed to receive from Junius, than 
the last moumlitl &rewell of an ancient friend, or the 
frank acknowledgment of a generous political opponent: 
considering, however, Lord Sackville's state, it is not 
only more charitable, but more in accordance with pro- 
bability to conclude, that the meeting was sought by him 
with a sincere intention of making a full confession to 
Lord Mansfield, and to solicit the fbigivenees of a man 
he had so deeply injured in the assumed character of 
Junius: — but when the decisive moment arrived, either 
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Lord Sackville's spirit sank within him, or bis pride 
revolted at the fancied liumiliation of a particular coofes- 
sioD, and he compromised the matter with his conscience 
b7 making the general acknowledgment recorded by 
Mr. Comberland. 

It is evident that the demeanour of the parties towards 
each other made a profound impression on the mind of 
Mr. Cumberland, although, from his being unacquainted 
with the important secret, he could do little more than 
look on in mate amazement. He may therefore be ex- 
cused for having drawn erroneoos conclusioDS respecting 
the motives which he supposed influenced Lord Mansfield's 
deportment at the interview: but this does not in the least 
afiect the truth of fais observation, that Lord Mansfield 
was "frightened from his propriety." If the parties 
Wider itood each other (which is by no means improbable], 
his Lordship's look of "horror" will not astonish ub bo 
much as it did the only witness to the interview. 

The following is Mr. Cumberland's description of the 
last hours of his friend > in which it will be observed, that 
even at the closing scene, dark alluaions are made to 
some ancient and inveterate feud, which engrossed the 
thoughts of the dying noble; and that all vindictive 
feelings were not finally extinguiBhed untjl the last gasp 
of exhausted and expiring nature. 

"He allowed me," continues Mr. Camberland, "to 
call in Sir Francis Millman, then practising at Tonbridge 
Wells: all medical assistance was in vain; the sapona- 
ceous medicines, that had given him intervals of ease, 
and probably many years of existence, had now lost 
their efficacy, or by their efficacy worn their conductors 
out In him the vital principle was stroi^, and nature, 
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which resisted dissolation, miuntaiited at every outpost 
that defended liie, a lingering agonizing stru^le. 
Throngh every stage of varied misery — 'estremes by 
change more fierce' — his fortitude remained unshaken, 
his senses perfect, and his mind never died, till the last 
pulse was spent, and his heart stopped for ever. 

" As I knew he had been some time meditating upon 
Mb preparation to receive the sacrament, and death 
seemed near at hand, I reminded him of it; he declared 
himself ready, and at peace with all mankind; in one 
imiance only he confesied it cost him a hard struggle. What 
thai ittstanee was he needed not to explain to me, nor am I 
carefal to explain to any. I trust according to the infirmity 
of man's nature, he is rather to be honoured for having 
finally extingoished his resentmeut, than condemned for 
having fostered it too long. A christian saint would 
have done it sooner; how many men would not have 
done it ever I 

"The Reverend Mr. Sackville Bayle, his worthy 
parish priest and ever taithM friend, administered the 
solemn office of the sacrament to him, reading at his 
request the prayers for a communicant at the point (tf 
death. He had ordered all his bed-curtains to be opened 
and the sashes thrown up, that he might have air and 
space to assbt him in hia efibrts: what they were, with 
what devotion he joined in those solemn prayers that 
warn the departing spirit to dismiss all hopes that centre 
in this world, that reverend friend can witness; I also 
was a witness and a partaker, none else was present at 
[hat holy ceremony, 

" A short time before he expired, I came by his desire 
to his bedside, when taking my hand, and pressing it 
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between hie, he addressed nie for the last time, in the 
following words; — 'You see me now in those moments, 
when no disguise will serve, and when the spirit of a 
man must be proved. I have a mind perfectly resigned, 
and at peace within itself. I have done with this world; 
imd what I have done in it, I have done for the best; 
I hope and trust I am prepaied for the next. Tell not 
me of all that passes in health and pride of heart; these 
are the momenta in which a man must be searched, and 
remember that I die, as yon see me, with a tranquil 
conscience, and content." Snchwas the calm and peace- 
ful end of— 

ViBCOUHT Sackviixs, 

who eipired on the 26tb of August 1785, in the 

sixty-ninth year of his age. 

So, tlirough the cloud of death his spirit passed 

Into that pure and unknown world of love, 

Where injury cannot come. 

His Lordship was interred in the family vault at 
Withyfaan church, contiguous to the park, and his 
&ithful friend, Mr. Cumberland, followed his remains to 
the tomb. 

Having accomplished his warfare on earth, the mortal 
remains of Lord SackviUe were deposited in " the bouse 
appointed for all living," where "the wicked cease from 
troubling, and the weary be at rest." There the malignant 
contentions of hatred are heard no more, but the oppressor 
and the oppressed repose together in peace, and the 
aristocrat and the plebeian commingle their duet tc^ther. 
" When I look upon the tombs of the great," says Addi- 
son, "every emotion of envy dies in me. When I see 
kings Ij'ing by those who deposed them. When I con- 
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Bider rival wits placed side hy side; or the holy men 
that divided the world with their contests and disputes, 
I reflect with sorrow and astonishment on the little 
competitionH, Actions, and debates of mankind. When 
I read the several dates of the tombs, of some that died 
yesterday, and some, hundreds of years ago, I consider 
that great day, when we shall all of us be contemporaries, 
and make our appearance together." 

In person Lord Sackville was full six feet high. He 
always wore a bag, and invariably a sword, after he 
quitted the army, as may be observed by the fine portrait 
of him published by Alderman Boydell in 1775, and so 
far his personal appearance ^rees with the gentleman 
seen by Mr. Jackson, 

" On my landing at Dover from Paris in 1785," says 
Sir Nathaniel Wraxall, " I received the intelligence of 
Lord Sackville's death. I lost in him a zealous friend. 
He would have appointed me Under-Secretary of state 
in Jnly 1781, when a vacancy took place in his office; 
but Mr. Knox, who principally conducted the business 
of that department, opposed my appointment. He said, 
not without some reason, that ' he could no longer 
perform the duties of his employment, if his colleague 
occupied a seat in parliament, as the necessary attendance 
there must leave the whole weight and drudgery upon 
Aim.' In 1784, Lord Sackville brought me into the 
House of Commons, leaving me equally free in my par- 
liamentary capacity, as he did his own son-in-law, Mr. 
Herbert, and Mr. Medley, the two members for East 
Grinstead. His correspondence, which I enjoyed down 
to the close of his life, exhibits in every letter the acate- 
ness of his intellect, the elevatioD of his mind, and the 
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playful vivacity of hie temper, uiuabclned by age. Nor 
does it less forcibly display that strong attachment to 
the king, cemented by recent marks of his &7oar, which 
always characterised Lord Sackville. 

"Among the peculiar features of Lord Sackville's 
intellectual formation, was a quickness of perception, 
which seemed at times to partake of prescience and intui- 
tion. Being likewise destitute of all reserve where Kcreey 
teas not demandfd, he rarely declined answering any 
qaestion put to him ; and he was a stranger to circum- 
locution or evasion. In February 1784, when Pitfs 
eventual stability in office b^ao to be evident, and his 
final triumph over the coalition almost certain. Lord 
Walsingham and I asked Lord Sackville, ' How long 
will Pitt remain first minister?' He looked op for two 
or three seconds, and then replied, ' FiTe years.' Tbe 
accomplishment of thb prediction, or rather opinion, 
proved ridiculously accurate; for, iu February 1789, 
Pitt in &ct was out, and only the folly of bis opponents, 
by furnishing him from week to week with new subjects 
of delay, had allowed time for the King's recovery from 
his great malady. Nor did Lord Sackville possess less 
candour than he manifested acuteness. The ' RoUiad ' 
did not spare him, among the individuals selected for 
satire or ridicule by tbe authors of that production. 

" Lord Sackville though not a taan of leltert, nor even 
uKUned to Uteran/ punuUs, yet seemed to inherit his 
grandfather Charles Earl of Dorset's partiality for talents. 
As Hobbes wrote under the protection of the Earls of 
Devonshire, at Chatsworth and at Hardwick; so Cum- 
berland composed several of his dramatic pieces under 
that nobleman's roof, either at Stoneland, or at Draylou, 
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I haTG myself asusted Bereral times at the reading of 
his tragedies or comediea, 

"There was not probablj' a nobleman in England who 
combined a more liberal economy with a faoepitable and 
splendid establishment. He maintained three separate 
hoDseholda; one in Pall Mall, another at Stoneland in 
Sussex — a family seat to which he was partial, where he 
bad passed much of hie youth, and which he rented 
of his nephew the Duke of Dorset He kept up a 
third, at his magnificent place of Drayton, in the conn^ 
of Northampton. His table was admirably served, and 
his house never wanted a select company of both sexes. 
Yet his income did not exceed nine or ten thousand pounds 
s year; and when he went out of office, he made no 
reduction whatever in his household, nor dismissed a single 
domestic. With him may justly be said to have become 
eclipsed the uame of Sackville, as a parliamentary beacon. 
ThODgh Minden and America exposed him to popular 
clamour, yet posterity, I am persuaded, viewing him 
dispassionately, will rank him among the most eminent 
persons who performed a part on the great theatre of 
public life during the reigns of Geoi^ II. and of his 
present Majesty." — WraxaU's Memoirt, i, 418. 

Having thus pursued Lord Sackville through life, 
and lEud before the reader the proofs that have been 
adduced to render his " name immortal," by identifying 
it with that of Junius, it only remains to answer the 
objecdons which have been arrayed gainst this over- 
whelming mass of evidence. 

" To all ailments which may be suggested in favour 
of I>ord George," says Mr. Butler, " the Author of the 
ingenious Essay prefixed to Woodfall's edition of the 
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Letters of Juoiue objects an expression in a political 
squib attributed to Junius, in which he alludes to the 
supposed tergiversation of Lord George at the battle of 
Minden.* This may be thought a strong, but it evidently 
is nof a decisive argument, particularly if we suppose, 
what certainly is uot impossible, that Lord C^oige had, 
CD this subject, alt the pride of conscious innocence. It 
must also be observed, that it is by conjecture only that 
the jeu ^esprit, in which this expression is found, ia 
imputed to Junius." 

Mr. Butler having answered the only objection ui^ed 
by Dr. Good against the claims of Lord Sackville, we 
think it will not be difficult to give answers equally 
satis^tory to the objections of Mr. Butler himself. He 
proceeds thus: "To the reminiscent it appears more 
difficult to reconcile Lord Geoi^e's authorship of Junius 
with that writer's advances to Mr. Wilkes, or his intro- 
mission of himself into city politics, or the importance 
which he appears to have attached to them. The high 
aristocracy of the whigs was, at that time, just beginning 
to thaw ; but the reminiscent recollects that Lord George 
was considered as eminently ariitocralic—ii is difficult to 
think he would have run, as Junius did, into the city, 
or considered it to be of the importance which Junius 
thought it, that one man or another should be the Lord 
Mayor."— Batfer'i Remin. i. 102. 

As facts are always more to be relied on tlian hypo- 
thesis, the best answer that can be given to Lord Geoi^'s 
supposed aristocratic contempt for aldermen, and in- 
difference about lord mayors, is, that his Lordship was 
Weil knmen to have been the intimate friend of Aldermcm 
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Savihridge, and that Jnnius's first advance to Mr. Wilkes 
was made for the ezprcBB purpose of obtaining the civic 
chair for Alderman Sawbridge, before the usaal and 
regular period, and this Junius veil knew could not 
possibly be accomplished witho at the co-operation of Mr. 
Wilkes, whose influence at that time was paramount in 
the city.* Besidea, the aldermen of that day were ft 
very different race from their Buccessors of the present 
time. Aldermen Townshend, Oliver, and Sawbridge, 
whose talents and political conduct are mentioned with 
respect and approbation by Junius, were all gentlemen 
of fortune and edacation, little connected with trade. 
Alderman Wilkes was for many years the friend and 
confident of Earl Temple, and we doubt whether even 
the "emiocntly aristocratic" Lord Geot^e Sackville 
would have considered it any degradation to associate 
with any of the gentlemen above mentioned. 

Mr. Butler likewise pats the following queries: — 
" Having written as Junius had done, would Lord 
North have recommended him to the King? Could the 
King have accepted Junius for his minister?" Now we 
feel much inclined to answer these objections according 
to the improved system of transatlantic logic, by asking 
a few other questions. What proof is there that either 
Iiord North, or the King, knew or suspected that Lord 
George was the Author of Junius? And is not the 
negative sufficiently proved by the fact of the secret never 
having been divulged 1 Does not Mr. Butler himself 
* TluB influence is eipiessly acknowledged by Junius, in a 
private letter to Woodfall, in which he saya, " If I saw any pro- 
spect of uniting the city once more, I would readily continue to 
labour in the vineyard. Whenever Mr. WUhes can tell me that 
such an union ii in prospect, he shall hear of me." 
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answer Ms own objection)', when he tells lu: "It was 
also mentioned to us from very good aathority, that Lord 
North had declared that goveranient had traced the 
porterage of the Letters to an obscure person in Staples 
Inn, bul could never trace then farther." 

The question however seems to be set at rest by 
Mr. Barker (p. 67), who says : " The Duke of Sussex 
informed me, through bis sui^eon and librarian, and 
my excellent friend Mr. Pettigrew, that in the last con- 
versation which His Royal Highness held with bis 
mother, the late Queen Charlotte, she assured him that 
George the Third did not know who wrote the Letters 
of Junius." 

Among the objections to the claims of Lord Sackrille, 
we have to notice, "yi Letter to an honorable Brigadier- 
General, Commander-in-Chief of Hit Majetty't Foreet ia 
Canada" which was first published in 1760, seven years 
previously to the first letter bearing the signature of 
Junius, and attacks, in the bitterest terms, the conduct 
of General, afterwards Lord, Townshend, in Canada, and 
episodically that of Lord George Sackville at Minden, 
and on his court-martiaL 

This letter was re-pnbltshed in 1641, by Mr. R. W. 
Simons of the British Museum, for which he offers the 
following reason: — " Some months since, in the perform- 
ance of his duties in the library of the British Museum, 
the writer met with a pamphlet, which, in his judgment, 
bore a close resemblance to the style and composition of 
Junius. It was referred as well to some friends, as to 
other gentlemen of impartiality and judgment; and the 
unhesitating opinion of all being, that the pamphlet and 
the Letters of Junius were by the same hand, it is now 
submitted to the public." 
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Mr. SimoDB also ^vee several quotations selected from 
the Letter, and from Junius, and coutende that a peculiar 
reeemblance will be observed between them, which he 
very justly remarks, from the early date of the former, 
derives an importance that cannot, for a contrary reason, 
be ascribed to similar coincidences in the works of Sir 
Philip Francis, and other writers; as the one can by no 
possibility, but the latter may with great probability, be 
considered an imitation. Here it will be observed, that 
it is from the similarity of style alone, Mr. Simons con- 
cludes the letter to be the composition of Junius, and as 
the letter itself is anonymous, this hypothesis (if correct) 
would not tend to throw the least light on the real author 
of Junius, though it would negative the claim of Lord 
Sackville, who certainly would not, as Mr. Simons 
ubaerves, even to conceal the authorship or for any ether 
purpose, have satirised, traduced, and stigmatised himself. 
But after a careful perusal of the " parallel passages " 
from the Letter and Junius given by Mr. Simons, we 
cannot concur with him and his friends in opinion, that 
they were written by the same hand, as the evidence 
appears quite insufficient to esteblish the fact. 

The principal objection, however, to the claims of Lord 
George Sackville, is thus stated by Mr. Butler: 

" It is also observable, that there is nothing in the 
speech ahich Lord George Sackville made in hit defence 
before the Court-iaartial, by whom he was tried, that has 
the slightest appearance of the style of Junius; the same 
observation, on the difference between the Letters and hia 
Lordship's general tlyle of ortOory, was made during the 
debates which followed his Lordship's coming into office, 
by the reminiscent, and by several with whom he then 
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associated. The Annnal Register for 17S0 and 1760, 
contains some letterafrom his Lordship: in these, nothing 
of the mind, or stfle, of Junius is discoverable. 

This objection, it will be observed, is gronnded on the 
diatimilarity of style; as the principal ailment in &voar 
of Sir Philip Francis's claim, is on the im-HaHty of s^le 
to the Letters of Janius, — bnt we think the concln- 
sions drawn from both hypotheses are &Uacioas, and of 
little weight. 

The eminent abilities of Lord Sackville seem to have 
been universally appreciated and acknowledged by his 
contemporaries ; and will not, we apprehend, be disputed 
at the present day, after the testimony given on the point 
by Lord Chatham, Lord Orford, Sir Nathaniel Wraxall, 
Sir Egerton Brydges, and Mr. Richard Cumberland, 
who were all competentjudgesof the subject: but, if any 
further proof be required, we have the'additional evidence 
of Dr. Good, who says: "The talents of Lord George 
Sackville were well kiiown and admitted, and his political 
principles led him to the same side of the question that 
was so warmly espoused by Junius." 

Let ue, however, examine Mr. Butler's objections a 
little more minutely. The first is, that Lord George's 
defence on his trial is quite unlike the style of Junius : but 
this defence cannot be taken into consideration in deciding 
the question, for we are assured by Mr. Cumberland, 
that it is the composition of Dr. Shebbeare, who received 
10002. for his pains. Mr. Butler next objects to his 
Lordship's general ityle of oralort/, being dissimilar to the 
Letters of Junius : but surely this is not a fair lest to 
apply to the case, for the mental training, if not the talents, 
requisite for speaking and writing well, are so dissimilar. 
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that DO inference can be drown from a person excelling 
in the one, of what he may be capable of performing in 
regard to the other. Both Addison and Gibbon, it most 
be remembered, were silent senators, and that such of 
Bnrke's speeches as were revised by himiKlf previous to 
publication, were so improved by the operation as scarcely 
to be recognised by those who had heard their delivery. 
And who can discover any traces of the enei^tic and 
impassioned eloquence of Lord Chatham in his written 
compositions ? 

The only writings of Lord Sackville'e extant, are there- 
fore reduced to a few letters ; and one or two pamphlets, 
which appeared with his name prefixed just before his 
trial; and as his Lordship's defence on the trial is now 
known to have been composed by Dr. Shebbeare, it is 
highly probable that the pamphlets published about the 
same time, and on the same subject, proceeded from the 
same pen ; and if so, the genuine compositions of Lord 
Sackville left for comparison with the Letters of Junius 
are reduced to almost nothing, for the Doke of Dorset 
informed Mr. Coventry it was out of his power to render 
him assistance, not having anj) of hit father's letter* in hit 
foisession. 

Even admitting the whole of what Mr. Butler has stated 
to be true, we beg leave to suggest, that as Mr. Butler 
himself arrived at the conclusion that Junius "was not 
an author by profession, from the visible improvement 
which, from time to time, was discernible in his style;" 
it may fairlj be assumed that Lord George Sackville 
employed the years he passed in retirement and solilnde 
after his disgrace, in the successfal stady of composition. 
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ttnd in amB§8iiig thoae Btores of conBtitational and general 
knowledge which the L^ten of Jimiiu exhibit 

If it coold be ahewn that Lord Geoi^e's style at the 
time, or aubBeqnently to the appearance of the Letters of 
Jnnina, was on ordinary occasions inferior to the latter, 
we think this would afford no criterion to judge of what 
he was capable of perfbrmii^, when writing nnder the 
excitement of the most powerfitl passions of our nature. 
Perhaps it may be c<Hiceded, that notwithstanding the 
acknowledged abilities and great acquirements of Lord 
SackviUe, it was only when inspired by the demon of 
revenge that he surpaased himself, and displayed that 
spirit of malignity, and exerted those almost supemataral 
eoei^es against the authors of his di^race, which are 
so apparent in the Letters of Junius. As a man under 
the influence of opium is said to have his faculties 
sharpened and exalted to an extraordinary degree, and 
to enjoy ecstatic visions of pleasure and happiness for a 
brief period, to be inevitably succeeded by the most 
depressing sensations of horror and despair; so would 
tiie tension of mind and high state of excitement expe- 
rienced by Lord Geoi^ on a partieulor subject, be fol- 
lowed by a correspondii^ state of lassitude and inanition, 
sufficient to account for the inferiority of his style when 
writing or speaking on comparatively indifferent subjects. 

The tendency of any strong excitement to imjwrt vigour 
and enei^ to the intellectual faculties was not unknown 
to Dr. Johnson, for upon some person expressing a donbt 
mpecting the authenticity of one of Dr. Dodd's last 
publications, on account of its superiority to his general 
style, " Why should yon think so?" observed Johnson ; 
"depend upon it, Sir, when a man knows that he is 
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to be hanged in a fortnight, it concentrates his mind 
wonderfdily." 

" In one point of Tiew," says Sir Philip Francis's 
advocate, " it seems unfortunate that the Letters of 
Junius were ever written. The improbability tint the 
author would remain concealed or unsuspected, were he 
frequently to appear before the public, would compel him 
rither to shun composition altogether, or to continue to 
write anonymously.*' 

Similar sentiments are expressed by Mr. E. H. 
Barker, who not only acquiesces in Mr. Butler's conclu- 
sion, that Junius was not an author by profession, bat 
adds, aa his own opinion, that "a writer in the habit of 
publishing pamphlets or books, either with his name or 
without it, was not likely to have been the author of 
Junius, or he would long ago have been discovered as the 
author." This is certainly a very candid admission on 
the part of Mr. Barker, inasmuch as it at once demolishes 
the pretensions of his favourite, Charles Lloyd, who waa 
a prolific pamphleteer, and at the same time advances 
the claim of Lord Sackville, who stood precisely in the 
situation which both Mr. Taylor and Mr. Barker conclude 
Junius must have done to preserve his secret. 

Lord Sackville's autograph appears. to have been so 
extremely scarce when Mr. Woodiall published his 
edition of Junius, in 1812, that although he has given 
specimens of the haudwriting of Edmund Burke, Gerard 
Hamilton, and all the principal suspected persons, his 
book does not contain any autograph of Lord Sackville : 
this seems so extraordmary an omission, that it can only 
be accounted for on the supposition, that Mr. Wood&ll 
was unable to procure a specimen. 

aa2 
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Mr. Coventiy iras either more diligent or more fortu- 
nate, for he has given in hie work a fac-Bimile of a long 
letter written h; Lord George Sackville to Lis IHend 
Captain Younge, in the year 1745, and taken the trouble 
to compare particular letters and words in that letter, 
with Bimilar letters and words taken from the Letters of 
Juuins published hy Mr. Wood&ll, hy placing tbem in 
juxta-posidon to each other; and adds: "Most of the 
words which I have selected to compare with those of 
Junius, bear so clear a resemblance, particularly where 
there is any peculiarity, that the reader will probably 
be convinced they were written by one and the same 
person," 

The writer of the present review, has likewise in his 
possession the fragment of a letter, signed " Sackville," 
without date, but probably written afler his Lordship was 
called to the House of Peers ; and upon comparing this 
with the specimens of Junius's autographs, particularly 
No. 6, in Woodfall's second volume, there appears a very 
striking similarity between them. 

In conclusion, it may be observed, that although the 
author of the Letters of Junius is not to be discovered 
either by the rimtlanly of style alone, or even wheu that is 
united with a supposed identily of handwrUing, because it 
has been shewn that both these striking characteristics 
may be fallacious, yet we confidently submit that, having 
proved Lord Sackville possessed all the eharaeteritiict 
of Junius mentioned by Mr. Butler and Dr. Good, and 
enumerated in oar first chapter, bis identity with the 
author of the Letters of Junius has been satisfactorily 
established. True it is, that some of the other claimants 
have made good their pretensions to one or more of these 
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characteristics; bnt no person,- except Lord Sackville, has 
been proved to possess the whole; and Br. Good has 
erapbatically declared, that " the claimant who cannot 
produce them conjointly, ie in vain hrought forwards 
as the author of the Letters of Junius," 



The pillar'd firmament is lottenness, 
And earth'* ba» built on itubbl«." 
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THE CLAIMS OF 
SIR PHILIP FRANCIS 



LORD GEORGE 8ACKVILLE 



Look here ! upon this picture ! and upon thii 
The counterfeit 

Hataht. 



a afraid of this gwtpmeder Pehcv, 



though he be dead. How if he should counterfeit too, and 
rise i I am afraid he would prove the better counterfeit. 

Faltlaf. 
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CHAPTER XIII. 

B«iiiBrkB on the preient itate of the contTovere;. — The different 
bearinga of the objections to each clium puinted out.— The 
internal evidence afforded by the letters of "Veteran" 
particularlj examined. — The probabilities of the whole case 
•hewn to be against the claim of Sir PhiUp Francis, and in 
faToui of Lord George Sackville.— The evidence adduced in 
support of each clamant, shortly stated and compaied. — 
Mr. Buder'a summing up of the evidence. — Conclimon that 
'iLord George Sackville was Junius, and Sir Philip Francis 
bis amanuensis. — This hypothesis shewn to reconcile all 
apparent contradiction a, and clear up all difficuldes. — The 
progress of public opinion respecting the claim of Lord 
George Sackville stated. — Character of Junius as a man and 
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COMPARED. 



The scales are equally poised. It ia not the printer'a fault, if 
the gteater we^ht inclines the balance. 



If the reader be not convinced that JnniuB has been 
identified, \>y what we have already advanced, he may 
at least rest satisfied that every stispected individual has 
been laiHy hnnted down, and that another name cannot 
be mentioned at the present day, to which a shade of 
(luspicion is attached. 

When Ford, instigated by 'the green-eyed monster,' 
commenced bis search forFalstaff, he declared that "lest 
the devil that guides him abonld aid him, I will search 
impossible places." A chase equally keen has now been 
in progress for seventy years after Junius, and can we 
suppose that the pursuit of such accomplished literary 
sportsmen as Messrs. WiUces, Butler, Coventry, and 
Barker ; and Doctors Good, Parr, and Waterbouse, have 
been wholly unsuccessful and fruitless 1 This we cannot 
credit — on the contrary, we believe that they have 
all, by their labours, more or less assisted in tracking 



n,gn,-PrihyGt)t)'^le 



362 IBS CLAIMS OF SIS p. FKANCIS 

the great Boar of the forest to his lair ; and in conclu- 
sion, we shall endeavour to make this clear, by shortly 
recapitnlating the evidence, and comparing the proofs 
. adduced on behalf of Sir Philip Francis and Lord George 
/ Sackrille (the two favourite Candidates) with each other» 
And inquiring how far they respectively agree with the 
- requisite characteristics of Junins. 

But before eutering on thia task we have to remark, 
that whenever several competitors are found all e^erly 
contending for some honorary distinction, and each 
admitting, that with the exception of himself, one fwe^ 
eular candidate is clearly entitled to the prize, we may be 
pretty sure that the individual to whom all his compeers 
unanimously award the teeond place, is in reali^ entitled 
to the firat. Such is the position in which Lord Geoi^e 
Sackville stands with regard to this controversy; for not 
only the iaveat^aton, but even the adeoeates, of the other 
claimants, either directly or indirectly, expressly or by 
^ implication, award to him, at least the iecond place. 

Before the subject was much canvassed, Dr. Good 
coold not help remarking upon the private note respect- 
ing Swinney, that : " Snch letter was in fact one of the 
moat curious in the whole collection, and if written by 
Lord Geor^ Sackville, settled the point of the author- 
ship at once." And Mr. Butler says : " Supposing the 
evidence in favour of Lord George Sackville to rest 
entirely upon the circumstances which have heat men- 
tioned, it must be pronounced to be defective. On this 
supposition, however, it might have been observed that 
the evidence in his favour teas ttronger than the evidence 
in favour of any other person. " 

In the course of Mr. Barker's ailment on behalf of 
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liloyd, he remarke, "Man; intelligent pereons are in- 
clined to BUBpect that Lord George Sackville vas the 
irriter of Jnnins. I by no means concur in that opinion. 
But though he were not Junius, he might nererthelees, 
directly or indirectly, consciously or unconsciously, inten- 
tionally or accidentally, furnish Junius with information 
about military matters, and teho will anderlake to say that 
he did not ?" And Mr. Taylor, the champion of Sir Philip 
Francis, makes several similar admissions, as we shall 
presently shew. The Quarterly Review (liii. 207), like- 
wise contains the following remarkable passage, in a 
critique on Wraxall's Historical Memoirs : — 

" On the subject of Junius, Sir Nathaniel informs us, 
that the King knew who the author was — that he, Sir 
Nathaniel, believes that Gerard Hamilton was ; and that 
he is eonfideat that Lord Sackville was not. Now let us 
say here, en passant, that we have good reason to believe 
that the King did not know, and of course did not affect 
to know Junius, — that Gerard Hamilton's claims are 
very slight; and that of all the claimants, we are decidedly 
of opinion that there is the greatest mass of evidence 
against Lord Sackville — we say against, because nn- 
doubtedly his Lordship would lose more in moral cha- 
racter than he would gain in literary and political 
reputation irom being proved to have written Junius. 
But it is amusing, though in Sir Nathaniel's work not 
singular, that his reasoning on this subject leads to con- 
dnsions exactly the reverse of those at which he arrives. 
For example — he thought, at first, that ' Junius's death, 
whenever it took place, would in&llibly remove the veil 
which conceals bis name. On more mature reflection, 
nevertheless, very strong causes for contin uing to preserve 
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his incognito beyond the grave, may present themBeives. 
/f Ae left behind him lineal repretentativei, he might dread 
exposing them to the hereditary animosity of some of 
the worst and most powerfal men of this country. Even 
should he have left no descendants, it is possible that he 
might dislike the comparison between his actions and 
his writings, which must hare been made by mankind. 
If, for instance, it would have been proved that he 
accepted an office, a pension, or a peer^, from the 
Sovereign and the Minister whom he had recently accused 
as enemies to theif country, or as having betrayed its 
interests; would not the moral aversion or contempt 
excited towards his memory by such a disclosure, have 
overbalanced the meed of literary fame obtained from the 
labours of his pen?' Now not one of these considerations 
(and we admit to Sir Nathaniel that they are all very 
forcible) occurs in the case of Mr. Hamilton, and every 
one of them ntit in a remarkable manner that of Lord Saek- 
ville. If more than one person was concerned, Hamilton 
may have assisted ; but that his Lordship was, if not the 
author, at least the infwrmer and imiigator of Junius, we 
have a very confident, and, ae think, teell grounded belief; 
but on this interesting subject, we may say something 
on a future and more appropriate occasion." 

It is also important to bear in mind, that the objections 
to the claim of Sir Philip constitute, in almost every 
instance, ai^umenta in favour of the pretensions of Lord 
Sackville: although the contrary facts and reasons urged 
in proof of the pretensions of Sir Philip Francis do not 
interfere in any way with those in favour of Lord Sack- 
ville. For instance, the fact that Junius appears to have 
been a member of the House of Commons, and the pro- 
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bability that lie was a pereoD of mature age, aod ezpe- 
rieDce, which are veiy powerful ohjections against the 
title of Sir Philip, coDstitute ai^nmeDts of weight in 
fiiTour of the preteDsioDS of Lord Sackville. But the 
presumption arising from the fieraonal interest which 
JunioB exhibited on occasion of the diechai^ of Mr. 
D'Oylyand Mr. Francis from the War Office, in fevour 
of Sir Philip's claim, apply with equal force to the pre- 
tensions of Lord Sackville, since it is certain, that be 
entertained a personal friendship for Mr. D'Oyh/; and as 
this is one of the strongest argamenta urged by Sir 
Philip's advocate in his favour, we will examine its 
validity and force rather more minutely. 

Great stress is laid on the evident connexion between 
JuniuB and the War Office, founded upon the official 
information disclosed in the Letters signed ' Vetxrait,' 
to prove that these Letters must have been written by Sir 
Philip, (it being admitted that the author of the Letters 
of Junius also wrote those signed 'Veteran'); and yet, 
Mr. Taylor acknowledges that the internal evidence 
afforded by these letters, which relate almost exclusively 
to the dismission of Mr. D'Oyly by Lord Barrington, 
and the appointment of Mr. Chamier in his place, as 
depnty-secretary, point strongly to Lord Sackville as 
their author, and to escape from the difficulty, he is 
obliged to assume that a deception was practised by Mr. 
Francis to divert the atteotion of Lord Barrington from 
himself, for he says: — "All the letters upon Chamier's 
appointment were under the name of Veteran, perhaft to 
ituinuate that they proceeded from the pen of Lord George 
Oermaitt." But it is obvious that such a ruse de guerre 
could answer no useful purpose, for if Lord Barrington 
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knew that tbe Acts stated in these letters were confi- 
dential and official secrets, he must .have been equally 
aware that the writer, whoever he might be, could only 
have derived his informatian from, some faithlesa clerk. 
And the result proves that Lord Barrington was not 
misled by such supposed deception; for finding the 
secrets of his office still divulged, notwithstanding the 
dismissal of Mr. D'Oyly, he discharged Mr> Francis 
also; andVeteran, in his fourth and last letter, addressed 
to the printer of the P. A., on the !i23d of March 1773, 
says: — "I desire you will inform the pablic that the 
worthy Lord Barrington, not contented with having 
driven Mr. D'Oyly out of the War Office, has at lait 
contrived to expel Mr. Francis." " He speaks," says 
Sir Philip Francis's advocate, "of Mr. Francis and his 
friend Mr. D'Oyly, in terms of wtqualiJUd appnAation. 
His iriendsbip is no less conspicuous than his enmity, 
nor less indicative of the writer; they are described as 
men, who do their duty with credit and ability. And, 
therefore) are not proper instruments for Barrington to 
work with. He must have a broker from Change-alley 
for his deputy, and some raw, ignorant hoy for his first 
clerk. I think the public have a right to call upon 
Mr. D'Oyly and Mr. Francis to declare their reasons 
for quitting the War Office. Men of their unblemitked 
characters do not resign lucrative employments without 
some sufficient reasons. The conduct of these gentlemen 
Am always been approved of, and I know that they stand 
as well in the esteem of the army, as any persons in their 
stations ever did. What signifies abilities, or integrity, 
or practice, or experience in business? Lord Barrington 
feels himself uneasy while n^en with such qualifications 
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are abont him." Again : — " I wieh that Mr. Francis and 
Mr. D'Oylj wonid give tlie public some account of what 
is going forward at the War Office. I think these 
events so remarkable, that some notice ought to be taken 
of them in the House of Commons." 

The fulsome praise lavished on Mr. Francis in this 
Utter is strong presumptive evidence that he was not the 
vriter, for the dignified Junius assures us that even 
Fhilo-Junius "is never guilty of the iodecorum of praising 
his principal." 

It appears then, that Veteran commenced his attack 
upon Lord Barrington in consequence of the dismission 
of Mr. VOyh) from the War Ofice, and the appointment 
of Mr. Chamier in his place, and that Mr. Francis's 
dismission did not lake place till about the time that 
Veteran wrote his iwi Utter, before which period there 
is no evidence that Mr. Francis had any cause of com- 
plaint t^;ainst his Lordship, and even in Veteran's last 
letter we never find Mr. Francis mentioned, except in 
eonjanclion with Mr. D'Otfh/. The facts and circum- 
stances contained in the letters of Veteran, certainly 
shew that the writer must have derived his information 
from some person in possession of the secrets of Lord 
Barrington's office; but it is quite clear that Mr. D'Oyly 
was equally competent with Mr. Francis to have furnished 
Lord Germain with such information, and when we 
afterwards find the same Mr, IfOyly living in Lord Sack- 
eilie's house, and acting as his private and confidential 
secretary, need we look farther for the source of his infor- 
mation. Or, if we suppose that both Mr, D'Oyly and 
Mr. Francis betrayed the secrets of their office, can we 
doubt that they were anything more than mere tools in 
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tbe bands of "that man of kigh rank, who moved in the 
immediate circle of the Court, and was intimately con- 
nected, either directly or indirectly, with all the public 
offices of government." 

If the aa&or of Junius should prove to be Sir Philip 
Francis, it will certainly atand out as one of the most 
extraordinary and unaccountable occnrrenceB ever known, 
" that he, a mere clerk in the War Office" (as Mr. Barker 
remarks, p. 6), "should have commenced hia literary 
career by a aeries of papers perfect in their style of com- 
position; and hie political career by professing those 
high public principles which belong only to the tongues 
or the pens of men who have been for a series of years 
running their course of usefulness and of &me. That he 
should have denounced the conduct of tbe ministry in the 
severest terms, with the apparent stile of an experienced 
rhetorician, the exact knowledge of an able stat«sman, the 
lofty tone of an independent spirit, and a Demostheqie 
vehemence of dicdon unparalleled in &e history of 
human eloquence. 

" If Sir Philip Francis did in such circumstances write 
the Letters of Junius, then the history of tbe world itself 
has exhibited no similar or second instance of this sort; 
tbe phenomenon cannot be explained by all the philo- 
sophy of the human mind, and nothing is too litde or 
too great for human credulity." 

If, on the contrary, Junius should prove to be Lord 
Sackville, we have tbe instructive history of a man of 
powerful abilities, but strong passions, burning with 
indignation on acco:int of his d^raded and wounded 
honour, thirsting for revenge against those whom he 
considered the authors of his di^raee, plotting the over- 
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Arow of his enemies, and contriving an intricate plan 
to raise his own fortones under the specioue garb of 
patriotism, and working on the loftiest feelings of his 
eoantrymen as auxiliaries in the prosecution of his own 
Belfish and ambitions designs. 

Upon examining and comparing the eridence adduced 
on behalf of each claimant, the balance of testimony 
appears to stand as fallows: — 

The principal characteristics required by Sr. Good 
and Mr. Butler to be produced cMJointh/ by the suc- 
cessful claimant for the honoiirB of Junius, are, that he 
must be — "An Englishman of high rank, and of easy 
if not affluent circnmstancea. That he moved in the 
immediate circle of the Conrt, and was intimately con< 
nected either directly or indirectly with all the public 
offices of govemmput. That he was in habits of con- 
fidential intercourse, if not with different members of 
the Cabinet, with politicians who were most intimately 
ikmiliar with the Conrt, and entmsted with all its 
secrets. That he was of mature age and experience. 
That he had a personal animosity against the King, the 
Dukes of Bedford and Grafton, Lord Mansfield, and 
others." All these indispensable characteristics are 
found centred in Lord George SackviUe, and not onb 
or THBH in Sir Philip Francis. 

It is proved that Lord Sackville was the first person 
suspected of being Junius by those most competent to 
form a correct judgment on the subject. That all the 
circumstances and actions of Us life, and his behaviour 
in his last moments, confirm such suspicion. That he was 
aware of this, and yet was never known to contradict 
or deny the imputation. That no suspicion attached to 
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Sir Philip Francis until more than fi% yeara after the 
first appearance of the Letters, and upon being questioned 
on the subject he wrote a letter, treating the report as 
a Hllff maUffnant Jabeheod;, and finally, that he died and 
" made no sign," 

That the strongest ai^ument urged in favour of the 
claim of Sir Philip Francis, fonnded apon the similarity 
of style between the Letters of Junius and the writings 
and speeches of Sir Philip, uf dates long posterior to the 
appearance of the Letters, is shewn to be fallacioos. And 
the objections against the claim of Lord Sackville, arising 
irom his supposed inability to compose the Letters of 
Junius, have been satisfactorily answered. 

In various passages in the Letters of Junius, it is either 
expressly asserted, or it may be £iiriy inferred, that the 
' author was an Englishman. That his rank and fortune 
placed him above a common bribe. That he was "far 
above all pecuniary views. " That he possessed a per- 
sonal knowledge of the King, and his domestic babits; 
that be was a man of mature ^c and esperience; that 
he was an old reader of controversy, and remembered the 
Walpolean battles; that he was a member of the House 
of Commons; that he bad seen certain Jesuitical books 
burnt at Paris; that he was a soldier, and had served 
under Lord Townsbend, and that his brother Mr. Charles 
Townsbend has repeatedly promised to serve under him. 
All these numerous and important asseverations are 
proved to be true, or might be true, if written by Lord 
Sackville; but on the supposition of their being written 
by Sir Philip Francis, they are every one, deliberate, 
voluntary, and unnecessary ftlsehoods. 

The reiterated assertion of Junius, that he was "an 
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English man," and the contrary inference drawn by the 
critics, that he mnst have been an Irishman, or educated 
m Ireland, are both found to be consiBtent with the l^ta 
as r^ards Lord SackTille, p'ho was bom in London, 
and educated in the uniTersit}' of Dublin; whereas the 
coneerse of this is true, if applied to Sir Philip Francis, 
who was bom in Dnblin, and educated in St. Paul's 
School, London. 

The profound knowledge displayed by Junius of 
military ad&irs, proves that he must have been an old and 
experienced aoldier; and the contradictory assertion in 
one of his letters, wherein he says, " I am not a soldier, 
iny lord;" is also shewn to be consistent with the 
peculiar situation of Lord SackviUe, and could scarcely 
be applicable to any other person. Certainly not to Sir 
Philip Francis. 

Junius declares that he was not personally acquainted 
with Mr. George Grenviile; but SirPhilip Francis served 
with him a short time in office, and he possessed the 
personal ikvour of Lord Egremont, Mr. Grenville's 
brother-in-law; there is no evidence that Lord Sackville 
was personally acquainted with Mr. Geofge Grenville. 

Janius shews the most intimate knowledge of the 
a^irs of Sir Jefiery Amherst, and takes the greatest 
interest in his wel&re. He also speaks on all occasions 
in the highest terms of admiration of the character of 
Alderman Sawbridge, and opened a private corres- 
pondence with Mr. Wilkes, for the purpose of getting 
Sawbridge appointed Lord Mayor, out. of the usual 
rotation. It is proved that Lord Sackville, Sir Jeffery 
Amherst, and Alderman Sawbridge, were near neigh- 
bours, having estates contiguotu to each other in the 
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county of Kent, and were iadmate private friends. There 
is no evidence that Sir Philip Prancis vas acquainted 
with either SirJeffery Amherst or Alderman Sawbridge. 
During the period in ^hlch the Letters of JnniiiB 
appeared, iir. Francis held an official situation which 
woald necessarily occupy the principal part of his ^me. 
That the author of Junius had no such restraint on his 
leisare is highly probable, from the immense eare and 
labour evidently bestowed on the composition of the 
Letters, and the rapidity with which they were produced^ 
and this agrees with the situation of Lord Sackville at 
that time. 

That Junins, while writing his Letters, " resided 
almost eonatantly in London, or its vicinity," is an infcP' 
ence drawn by Mr. Woodfall's editor. One of the letters 
written by Junius under the signature of "Arthur Tell- 
trnth," is dated with the words " Fall Mall." Mr. 
Francis during the same time held an official situation 
which required constant attendance in London. Lord 
Sackville was then closely attending his parliamentary 
duties, and had a town-bouse in Pall Mall, and a coimtry- 
house at Richmond, where the King tlien resided. 

Junius was an advocate for triennial parliaments. He 
supported the Stamp Act. He was in favour of repealing 
the duty on tea, as an impolitic act, not an oppressive 
one. On all these points and many others. Lord Sack- 
' ville agreed with Junius. Junius was opposed to a 
reform in parliament by cutting away the rotten boronghs. 
So was Lord Sackville, who represented a borough he 
had purchased. With respect to Sir Philip Francis, this 
similarity of political sentiment with Junins is proved 
to exist in one or two instances, but there are also cases 
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of marked disagreement; indeed. Sir Fbilip Francis's 
political career belongs to another, and later era. 

It is concluded that Junius entertained sentiments 
of kindness for Woodfall, his printer. Mr. Francis was 
WoodfeU's schoolfellow. Lord Sackville employed him 
to print a pamphlet many years hefart the appearance of 
the IJetters of Jnnius. 

Junius was exceesiTely bitter against tlie Scotch, A 
majority of the officers on the court-martial which con- 
demned Lord Sackville, were Scotchmen. He had also 
eerred under the Duke of Cumberland (who is highly 
commended by Junius), against the friends of the Pre- 
tender in Scotland, and he expressed the greatest dislike 
to the conntry and people; no such antipathy against the 
Scotch nation was ever shewn by Sir Philip Francis, 

With regard to the remainder of the "characteristics" 
of Junius, enumerated by Dr. Qood, namely, " that he 
was of a highly cultivated edncation, deeply versed in the 
language, the laws, the constitntion, and history of his 
native country" — there can be no doubt, from the con- 
curring testimony of his contemporaries, that these 
chamcteristics were possessed by Lord Sackville at ike 
time the letters of Junius appeared, — but there is not the 
slightest evidence that Mr. Francis had any pretensions 
to them at that time, whatever might be his knowledge 
thirty year» afteneardi, which is about the period when 
the specimens of his compositions were written, that are 
brought forward to prove his equality with Junius — and 
such equality at any time is denied by such competent 
judges as Dr. Parr and Mr. Butler. 

Lastly, it is proved that the handwritings of Sir 
Philip Francis and Lord Sackville, both resemble the 
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fkc-simile specimens of the autographs of the pnTale 
letters of Junius to Woodiall. It is likewise inferred 
that Junius was tall of stature, which corresponds with 
the personal description both of Sir Philip Frands and 
Lord Saokville. 

We shall now present the reader with Mr. Butler's 
remarks npon the evidence produced on behalf of both 
parties; and although the learned gentleman, following 
the example of all cautjons and impartial judges, gives no 
decisive opinion of his own upon the merits of the case, he 
nevertheless takes care to place the principal facts in such 
lucid order, and comments in so pertinent and masterly a 
manner on the most material points of the evidence, as 
cannot fail to lead an intelligent jary to a correct conclu- 
sion, and enable them to pronounce a jast verdict between 
the parties : — 

" Sach, in oar opinion," says Mr. Butler, " ia the slate 
of the queEtion : all external evidence is in favour of Sir 
PhilipFrancis; all internal evidence ia^^inst him. Thus 
the EU^ment on one side neutralizes the argument on the 
other; and the pretensions of Sir Philip Francis vanish. 

"A third hypothesis is therefore necessary: the con- 
clusion to which it should lead, ought to be such as ia 
consistent with the evidence on each side, and restores 
to each its individual activity. Now this is done— and 
perhaps can only be done — by supposing that Sir Philip 
was not Junius, but the amanuensis of Junius; that the 
real Junins was too high to be bought, so that when he 
made his terms with government, he was contented to 
remain in a proud obscurity; but stipulated a boon for 
his scribe; and was of consequence enough to insist that 
the boon shonld be liberal. Now Eeveral pasB^es in 
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Junina'e Letters eeem to sbew tbat he employed an aman- 
uensis. In a note to Wood&ll, he says, ' You shall have 
the letter some time to-morrow. It cannot be corrected 
and ei^ied sooner.' In another he says, 'The enclosed, 
though begun within these few days, has been greatly 
laboured. It is very eorreeOy copied' In another, be 
mentions, ' the gentleman who transacts theconTeyancing 
part of their correspondence;' and viho told him 'there 
was much difficulty last night.' That gentleman, there- 
fore, must have known, that a mysterious something 
attended those letters. Mr. Jackson's testimony, as 
reported by Woodfall, is, that 'tbia gentleman wore a 
b^ and sword.' If the recollection of the writer, that 
Janins's letter to the King is in a handwriting different 
from the handwriting of the other letters, be accurate, 
the evidence for an amanuensis is certainly very strong. 

"If the copies, to which Junius refers, were made, not 
by himself, but, which is certainly most probable, by 
some other person, it follows incontrovertibly, that Sir 
Philip Francis and Junius were different persons. 

"We do not, however, say that 8ir Philip was a mere 
copyist: he may occasionally have conveyed useful infor- 
mation, and Bug^^esled useful hints to his principal, so 
that, to a certain extent, be might, without impropriety, 
he said to have been his collaborator. 

"To this hypothesis the Reminiscent begs leave to say 
that he inclines. It includes all the data required by him 
for the author of Junius; it equally admits the ailments 
in &vour of Sir Philip Francis, from external, and the 
ai^oments against him, from internal, evidence; and 
reconciles and gives activity to each. 

"Junius, in his dedication, prefixed to his own edition of 
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hia Letters, declares, that ' he vas the sole depository <tf 
his owa secret.' This seems not to be easily reconcile- 
able with what he says in one of his letters to WoodiaU 
— ' The trutli is, that there are people obotU nc, whom I 
would wish not to contradit^ and who had rather see 
Junius in the papers ever so improperiy than not at ail.' 
This sounds like the language of a partisan, who felt 
both his talents and his chains: and it may be thought 
a confirmation, though slight, of the Reminiscait's 
hypothesis. 

"All we know with certainty of Jnnins, is to be col- 
lected from one of his private letters to Woodfall : ' That 
Swinney is a wretched, dangerous fool : he had tbe im- 
pudence to go to Lord Sackville, whom he had uerer 
before spoken to, and to ask him whether or no he was 
the author of Junius.' 

"These few words disclose several facts: — that Junius 
knew Swinney— knew his character— knew that Swinney 
had called on Lord Oeoi^ Sackville — knew that Swinney 
had never called on him before — and knew of the inter- 
view very soon after it took place. From this it may 
be argued that Junius was intimate with Lord George 
Sackville; it has eves been inferred that he was Lord 
George Sackville himself. 

"The Reminiscent well remembers that his Lordship 
was the person to whom the Letters vers first ttttrilmled; 
and that his Lordship had the r^utation of posarasing 
literary talents and habits. It is known that Sir William 
Draper at first divided his suspicions of the authorship 
of Junius, between Bu^e and Lord George; and on 
Burke's unequivocal denial of it, transferred them to his 
Lordship. 
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"There certainlj was an event in hia LordBhip's life, 
which wonid soar him sgainet mankind, and fill his 
sonl with (titer hatrtd againat the king in whose reign it 
happened, and his immediate aucceseor on the throne ; 
gainst Lord Mansfield, their secret and confidential 
adviser in all state prosecntlone; and ^inst the Duke 
of GraAon, the brother of Lord Southampton, a strong 
witness agunsb Lord Gteorge on the court-martial which 
was held upon him. Something or other might easily 
have occurred, which wonld have extended this hatred 
to the Duke of Bedford. 

" The event, to which we have referred, would render 
concealment necessary ; and after Lord George had taken 
an office in Lord North's administration, and accepted a 
peerage from the king, it must, if he had any feelings of 
honour, have made him desire that hie aathorship of the 
Letters of Junius, if he were the author of them, should 
be buried in eternal oblivion. 

"Junius, in many parte of his Letters, seems to intimate 
his haying a personal knowledge of the late lung, ' I 
know that man better than yon,' he says of the king, 
in one of his letters to Mr. Home. To this personal 
knowledge of the king, the high birth of Lord George, 
and the habits of his fam ily about the court, entitled him : 
but thia personal knowledge of the king cannot be claimed 
for any other person toiehom the Letters of Junius have been 
Mcribed. The rank and character of Lord George 8ack- 
ville account aleo for his knowledge of some very obscure 
tranaac^oDB of government, and some private events in 
the Dnke of Bedford'a family. It may be added, that 
Junius ceased to write in May 1772; that, soon afterwards, 
Lord George made his second appearance in the public 
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world in the debates on East India afikirs, and that In 
1775, he was appointed one of hia Majes^'a principal 
secretaries of state. Allowing for the time which it 
must necessarily take to bring into public office a man 
BO apparently undone in public opinion, it is not contrary 
to probability, that the pourparler for his restoration to 
favour began about the time at which Junius ceased to 
write," — Butler's ReminUemeet, i. 100. 

This statement appears satis&ctory, and when taken 
in connexion with the review of the whole controversy, 
will, we submit, warrant the conclusion that Lord George 
Sackville was Junius, and Sir Philip Francis his con- 
fidant and amanuensis; for Mr. Butler, in his last letter 
to Mr. Barker on the subject of Junius, dated June 14th, 
1828, remarks, " that there was some connexion between 
Junius and Sir PhiHp appears to me sufficiently proved 
by Mr, Taylor's publication." 

On this hypothesis, therefore, and no other, can all the 
apparent contradictions be reconciled, complete justice be 
rendered to both parties, and the case cleared from those 
doubts and difficulties, in which it otberwiae seemed to 
be inextricably involved; and among others, it will solve 
the only remaining difficulty not hitherto noticed, which 
is thus stated by Mr. Butler: 

" Can it be supposed that Lord Geoi^e Sackville 
could have informed Woodfall, that ' his Veridiena was 
Mr. Whitworth, his Lycurgus, a Mr. Kent, a young 
man of good parts upon the town.' In feet, one of the 
greatest difficulties in fixing upon any owe ferson the 
character of Junius, is to find one who like him, was 
at once well acquainted with the circle of the court, with 
city conflicts, with the public offices of government, and 
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with tbe character and habits, both of the leaders of the 
parties and their ranoers." 

The conflicting claims of Lord George Sackville and 
Sir Philip Francis seem so irreconcilable on any other 
hypothesis than the one Boggeeted by Mr. Batler, that 
Mr. Barker InBiste that the evidences adduced in support 
of their claims neutraUsie and destroy each other; but we 
have endeavoured to prove that the facts broDgbt forward 
on both sides are not only consistent with, but mutoally 
Bupport, the share assigned to each party in the prodaction 
of the Letters of Junius : that tbe difficulties in any other 
view of the case are neither few nor unimportant, appears 
from the following extract from Mr. Barker's work (p. 2) : 

" Mr. Taylor has adduced a mul^tude of facts, incidents, 
circumstances, and ai^unients, to identiiy Sir Philip 
Francis with Junius : he supposes himself to have sue- 
ceeded in his object. Mr. Coventry is equally confident 
of having successfully identified Lord George SackvUle 
with Junius, and he has produced a work of equal mag* 
nitnde; Well then, if so many apparently striking proofs 
support the claims made for the knight, as well as for 
the nobleman, we may learn the great caution which is 
necessary to be obsei-ved in pursuing the subject, if we 
hope to arrive at any right conclusion. And I draw 
a most important inference from the fact of these con- 
flictiag proofs of authorship, viz: that the claims in a 
great degree neutralize each other; for he who on strong 
grounds contends for Sir Philip Francis's authorship, 
is on strong grounds opposed by him who pleads for the 
authorship of Lord George Sackville : then it proves that 
such grounds of ailment in favour of tbe one may be 
entitled to no great weight, because similai' grounds are 
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talcen in &voar of tbe other, and our confidence in 
either body of arguments is weakened or destroyed. For 
instance, if Sir Phih'p Francis, in penmanship, write like 
Junius, BO does Lord George Sackville. But Junius 
was not a dvalUy, like the German deity AleU, mendoned 
by Tacitus; ifhewasSir Philip, he was not Lord Geoi^. 
Then similarity of handwriting is a &UaciouB criterioa 
for tracing the authorship of Jnnins. Then in discussing 
the question between the knight and the nobleman, we 
mwt itrike out of Ike aocottnl oM the argumetOt eoamon to 
each, and judge by the number and the weight of those 
peculiar to each. On this plan we shall bring the con- 
troversy to a narrow point, and proceed on safer prin- 
ciples. But no man has yet mode the attempt to act on 
this plan; and can we then wonder that the controversy 
still continues?" 

Mr. Barker appears to have supposed that Junius was 
"the sole depository of his own secret," and had neither 
confidant nor amanuensis, and finding the facts of the case 
opposed to this hypothesis, he somewhat rashly threw 
overboard all the evidence which is applicable both to 
the clum of Lord Sackville and Sir Philip. But if he 
had investigated the subject a little deeper, he would have 
discovered a state of afl^irs to which the whole of the 
evidence m^ht have been applied, without any stnun- 
ing or violence, and thus have been led to the adoption 
of Mr. Butler's hypothesis. 

The question, whether Sir Philip was the amanuensis 
of Junius, Mr. Barker declined discussing, but acknow- ' 
ledges (p. 34) that:— 

" If he was employed as the amanuensis of Junius, 
or as the transcriber of hie papers, the employment. 
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contiDiied for so long a period, would, by the mere force 
of imitation, give to him Bevere habits of thinking, close 
powers of reasoning, a great tarn for sarcasm and invec- 
tive, a facility of expression, a readiness at composi^on, 
a pointed and impassioned and polished style— hia mind 
would gradually rise above the little world of official 
knowledge — borne on a bolder wing, he would take a 
loftier fiight — he could not fdl in hia assent to imbibe 
a portion of the ether by which he was surrounded, and 
in approximating the sun to reflect some of the glory by 
which he was irradiated — the expressions, the thoughts, 
and the sentiments of Junius would be familiarised to his 
mind— the mannerism of that original writer would be 
his object of imitation — he could propose to his aspiring 
ambition no nobler model of excellence — he could find 
within the recesses of his bosom no graver authority to 
direct and support his opinions — by that high altar he 
would vow eternal patriotism — to that great demi-god 
be would pay his secret adoration — inspired by his 
presence, and protected by hie arm, he would fearlessly 
pursue his career of usefulness and of fame, exulting 
in his strength, and . rejoicing to be deemed by the 
sagacious an emanation of that divine intelligence, and 
careless of being mistaken by the vulgar for the intel- 
ligence itself. On this principle, then, we can fully 
account for the vigorous style and the powerful mind of 
Sir Philip, without supposing him to be Junius." 

On the other hand, it may be observed, that supposing 
Junius to have submitted the revision of his Letters to his 
amanuensis, they would probably be improved in point 
of accuracy of style, and purged from some of those 
grammatical errors and minor blemishes which generally 
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disfigure the compositions of an unpractised writer, and 
from which it is admitted that the Letters of Junius Rre 
not altogether free. It is related, that Sir Richard Black- 
more laid the MS. of hia " Creation " before a clnb of 
wits for improvement or correction; upon which Dr. 
Johnson remarks, "When aQ reasonable, all credible 
allowance is made for this friendly revision, the anthor 
will still retain an ample dividend of praise: for to him 
must always be assigned the plan of the work, tbe dis- 
tribution of its parts, the choice of topics, the train of 
argument, and what is yet more, the geneial predomi- 
nance of philosophical judgment and poetical spirit, — 
correction seldom efiects more than the suppression of 
&ults; a happy line, or a slight elegance, may perhaps 
he added, but of a lai^ work the general character must 
always remain." To the extent here specified, Lord 
Sackville may have been indebted to his literary collabo- 
rator Sir Philip Francis. 

It may probably be objected, that no personal inter- 
course has been traced between Lord Geoi^e and Mr. 
Francis — the answer to this is, that it was essential to 
the preservation of the secret, that they shonld keep 
aloof and appear strangers to each other. It is evident 
that Mr. D'Oyly was the connbctihq link between 
the man of high rank, mature age, and independent 
fortune, having a personal hatred against the King and 
Mb Ministers, whose handwriting is found to bear a 
strong resemblance to some of the short private ttotea 
written by Junius to Woodfall, jnd the clever, young, 
inferior clerk, who was intrusted with " the slavery of 
writing," or copying for the press, the longer and more 
elaborate letten. This view of the case is corroborated 
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by the testimony of Mr. Jac^on, one of Mr. Woodfall's 
assistants, who says ; " the svperteripiion of the Letters of 
Junius was ineariahly written in the tame handwriting, but 
that the coiUenti tcere not always to." 

We hsTe seen that Lord Sackville "belonged to an 
order of minds that make to themselves great reverses," 
as Lord Wellesley observed of Ifapoleon; and it is 
eqaally clear, that he possessed in a considerable degree 
those peculiar talents by which the ablest (hut not the 
best) of men have in all ^es cajoled and mled mankind, 
namely, the talent of selecting with consummate tact and 
judgment, the fittest instruments for executing his various 
designs, and of attaching those instruments 6rmly to his 
interest By likewise taking the precaution of not letting 
any one know more of his designs than suited his purpose, 
it became unnecessary to give his actort the advice which 
Hamlet impressed on the poor players, of "speaking no 
more than was set down for them." 

We accordingly find, that Sir Nathaniel Wraxall and 
Mr. Richard Cumberland were patronised by Lord Sack- 
viUe for very different purposes, and these gentlemen 
have in their respective Memoirs given many interesting 
particulars of his Lordship; but they were not the instruments 
of the noble Peer's vengeance, — they had nothing to do 
with Junius, and therefore the important secret was so 
carefully concealed from them, that Mr. Cumberland 
deemed it utterly impossible that his kind patron should 
have been the author of such " execrable attacks," as are 
contained in the Letters of Junius ; and Sir Nathaniel 
seems to have entertained a similar opinion, for he be- 
lieved Sir Philip Francis to be their author. 

If we examine the conduct of Sir Philip Francis and 
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Mr, D'Oyly, it will be fonad that they remained &ithfal 
to the compact made with their illnBtrioDs chief, and 
correctly performed the parts which were allotted to 
them, for they have descended to the tomb without 
leaving behind them either " Lives" or "M^Doira," or 
if they did, their labours have not been permitted to see 
the light; and for ai^ht they have voluotariljr done, the 
secret might have perished with them. Bnt with all his 
splendid talcDts, Lord Sackville appears to have been 
wanting in what has ever been considered the consum- 
mation of art — the skill of conceaUng it; for Lord Orford 
discovered that " with a frankness in his speech, there 
was a mystery- in his conduct which was &r from in- 
viting." And Sir Egerton Brydgea remarked, that "he 
always moved with an impenetrable cloud around him." 

The opinion of the public respecting the claim of Lord 
Sackville has been remarkably fluctuating. We have 
seen that on the first appearance of the Lettere, he was 
suspected in the highest military circles of being the 
author; and with what address Jonins withdrew him- 
self from the controversy with his military opponents 
Colonel Draper and Titos, and then adroitly suppressed 
all trace of his having noticed the attack of the latter, 
who had distinctly pointed oat his Lordship as Junius. 

He then contrived to have his coadjutor and amanu- 
ensis. Sir Philip Francis, sent to India, and secured the 
silence of Mr. D'Oyly, by taking him into his own 
service as his piivate and confidential secretary. By 
these artful means the first suspicion was effectually 
lulled, and the attention of the public was afterwards 
diverted from the further considoration of his Lordship's 
claim, by the dust and clamour raised by discussing the 
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reqnirite to strike oat brood and pbUoBophical views of 
politics, JnniaB may hare been excelled hj Burke; bot 
in the ability to concentrate all tbe eoei^eB of a com- 
manding intellect on any subject be cbose to digcuBB, and 
to depict in a vivid and grapbie manner, every varying 
shade of human character, — in tbe talent for presenting 
the reaulta of a matured experience derived from an 
extensive intercourse with every grade of society; in jos^ 
striking, and profound axioms on human nature, and tbe 
affairs of the world, — few authors, besides Sbakspeare, 
can be placed in competition with bint. Whilst in the 
extraordinary union of keen and witheriag sarcasm, with 
a style condensed and clear to an eminent degree, and 
polished to intense brilliancy by the most delicate and 
refined taste, we believe bim to stand unrivalled. 

Thus it appears, that tbe materials for erecting a 
triumphal arcb to the genius and glory of Janius bad 
already been dug from. the quarry by patient and perse- 
vering labourers ; tbe stmcture itself bad been raised, and 
all but finished, by tbe skill of able architects; and 
nothing more was wanting to complete tbe work, than 
to fix in and ac^nBt tbe keystone in order to bind and 
consolidate the mass into one perfect and barmonioua 
whole, and on tbe superstmctore should unquestionably 
be inscribed tbe name of 

Here will I build him 

A moDmnent, and plant it toond with diade 

Of laurel ever green, and branching palm. 

With all his trophies hung, and ads enrolled. — MUioit. 
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PORTRAITS AND SKETCHES SY JUNIUS. 



A flattering painter, nho made it his care 
To dram men as they ought to be, not aa they are; 
Until dele of pursuing each troublesome elf, 
He grew Isiy at last, and drew from himself. 

OddmiA. 
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HIi Majei^ Geo^e the Third.— The Duke of GnftML— The 
Luttrellt.— The Duke of Bedford.— Lord Chief Jiutice 
Mansfield. — Lord North. — Lord B&nington. — Lord Towni* 
hend.— Earl of Sandvich.— The Eaili of Bute and Chatham. 
—The Eail of Hillsborough.- The Earl of Shelfaume. — 
Sir Edward Hawke. — Lord Halifax. — Lord Weymonth. — 
Sir William BUekitone.— The Rev. Mr. Homo.— The North 
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moat «iidiient muten; and thii dednoo haa been confinned 
by poiteritj. 

The cdlcotkn, having be«D el«aned and n-amatfei, u again 
nbmltted to public inipection. 

HIS MAJESTY GEORGE III. 
I know Hat aum mwsh better than any of you. Nature 
intended him only for a good-ltumoni«d fixd. A ayvteinatical 
edticatloti, irith long practice, haa made him a oiHuanunate 
hypocrite (ii 265). The man I speak t^ has not a heart to feel 
for the frultiei of his fellow-creatiirei. It is theii virtues that 
afflict, it ii their vicei tJiat coniole him (ii. 313). I reverence 
the character of Charlei the FirM, aa UtUe aa Mr. Home; hut 
I will not insult his miafoTtunes by a comparison that would 
degrade him (iL 309). The unfeigned piety, the aenctified 
religion of George the Third, have taught him to new model the 
dvil fbrcea of the atate. The natural resources of the Crown are 
no longer confided in. Cormptdon glitters in the van; — collects 
and mmntoina a standing army of mercenaries, and at the same 
moment impoveriahes and enslaves the country. Hu Majes^'* 
predecessors had some generous qualities in their compodtion, 
with vices, I confess, or tlrailtiei in aboudance. They were kings 
or gentlemen, not hypocrites or priests. They were at the head 
of the church, but did not know the value of their office. They 
i^d their prayera without ceremony, and had too little priestcraft 
in their understanding, to reconcile the sancdmonious forms of 
religion with the utter destruction of the morality of their people 
(n. 323). The morality of a king is not to be measured by 
vulgar rules. The situation is singular. There are faults which 
do him honour, and virtues that disgrace him. A faultless, 
insipid equality in his character, is neither capable of vice nor 
virtue in the extreme; but it secures hia subruiasion to those 
persons whom he has been accustomed to respect, and makes 
him a dangerous inatmment of their ambition. Seduded from 
the worid, attached from hia infancy to one set of pMwms, and 
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one let of ideas, he can neither open hii heart to nen connexions, 
nor his mind to hettei information. A character of thu> tort is 
the soil fittest to jmiduca that obtinate bigotry in politici and 
MUgion, which t>egins with a meritorious sacrifice of the imder- 
atanding, and finallf conducts the monarch and the martyr to 
the hlock (a. 152). Our gradoUB Sovereign has bad wonderful 
success in creating new attachments to kii pertim and fimUg. 
He owes it, I presume, to the regular system he has pursued in 
the mystery of oonveraion. He began with an experiment upon 
the Elcotch, and condudea with converting Hr. Home (iL 316). 
Our religious, benevolent, generous Sovereign, baa no abjection 
to selling Aw ojun timber to hit own Admiralty to repair hU oan 
ships, nor to putting the money into kii mm pocket. People of 
a religious turn naturally adhere to the principles of the church. 
Whatever they acquire falls into mortmam (ii. 326). He adver- 
tises for patients, collects all the diseases of the heart, and turns 
B royal palace into an hospital for incurables. A man of honour 
has no (dcket of admission at St. James's. They receive hmt like 
a virgin at the Magdalen; — Go liou and do UiewUe (ii. 499). 
Onr gradouB Ring, indeed, is abundandy civil to himself. Instead 
of an answer to a petition, his Majesty very graeeftdly pronounces 
his own pan^^c (iL 117). His M^esty is much addicted to 
useful reo^ng, and, if I am not ill-informed, has honoured the 
Pablie Adtmrtuer with particular attentitm. I have endeavoured 
therefore, and not without snccesd, to fiimish it with such interest- 
ing and edifying intelligence, as probably would not reach him 
through any other channel. Nor have his own virtues been 
entirely neglected. These Letters are read in other countries and 
in other languages; and 1 think I may afSrm without vanity, 
that the gradous character of the beet of princes is by this lime 
not only perfectly known to his subjects, but tolerably well 
understood by the rest of Europe (ii. 2SI). That he is the king 
of a free people, is indeed his greatest glory. That he may 
long continue the king of a free people, is the second wish 
that animates my heart. The first is, ih«t the peepit sssy 6c 
>7«(ii. 122). 
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THE DUKE OF GRAFTON. 
Taia portrait ii eonndeced the aitiit'i cA^ tToiiniTt, sod he 
directed the followiiig deaeriptive lines to be affixed to it in the 
catalogue: 

Detested ai thou art, and ought to be, 

Nor oath, nor pact, Achillei plightt with thee: 

Instaad of amity, I tow one conitant itate 

Of luting rancour and eternal hate: 

No thought but rage, and never-ceaaiiig ilrifb, 

Till death extinguish rage, and thought, and life. 

Papt't Iliad. 

In what language sliall I addteea bo black, m cowardl; a 
tyrant — thou wotm than ofie of the Brmumeb, and all the 
Stuarltt (iL 328). There is something which diitinguitheB you, 
not only from all other ministen, but all other men. It ia not 
that you do wrong by dengn, but that j/ou ibould neotr do r^ht 
by mittah. You are the piUow upon which I am determined 
to rest all my resentments (ii. 257). This letter, my Lord, is 
only a preface to my future correspondence. The remainder 
of the lununer shall be dedicated to your amuaemuiL I mean 
now and then torelieTe the leTeritj of your morning ftudiea, and 
to prepare you for the bumnesi of the day. Without pretending 
to more than Mr. Bradshaw's sincerity, you may rely upon my 
attachment aa long as you are in office (ii. 248). With a rate 
of ainlitiet which Lord Weymouth very justly looks down upon 
with contempt, you have done at much mischief to the commu- 
nity aa Orcmuell would have done, if CronmtU had been a coward, 
and as much aa JlfaeAiinie^ if Maehiaoel had not known that an 
appearance of morals and religion aie uaefid in society (iL 322). 
The unhappy Baronet (Sir James Lowther) has no friends, even 
among those who resemble him. You, my Lord, are not yet 
reduced to eo deplorable a state of dereliction. Every villun in 
the kingdom is your friend; and, in compliment to such amity, 
I diink you should sufiec your dismal countenance to dear up. 
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B«ndet, my Lord, I am a Utde anxiotu for the consutency of 
your charscteT. Tou violate your own rule* of deconun, when 
you do not iniiilt the man whom you have betrayed (ii. 401). 
In your treatment of particular perBona, you have preserved the 
unifoimity of your character. Even Hr. Bradihaw deckrea that 
no man wu ever bo ill-tued aa lumself (ii. 99). Cohmel Luttrell, 
Mr. Onalow, and Governor Burgoyne, were equally engaged with 
jou, and have rather more reason to complun than Mr. Brad- 
■haw. These are men, my Lord, whose fiiendihip you should 
have adhered to, on the same principle on which you deserted 
Lord Buckingham, Lord Chatham, Lord Camden, and the Duke 
of Portland. We can easily account for your violating your 
engt^ements with men of honour, /but why thould you betray 
your natural connexions?! Why separate yourself from Lord 
Sandwich, Lord Gower, and Mr. Rigby, or leave the three worthy 
gentlemen above-mentioned to sliift for themselvei? With all 
the fashionable indulgence of the times, this country does not 
abound in characterB like theirs j and you may find it a difficult 
matter to recruit the black catalogue of your friends (ii. 100). 
Through the whole coune of the Duke of Grafton's hte, I see 
a strange endeavour to unite contradictions, which cannot be 
reconciled. He marries to be divorced; he keeps a mistress to 
remind him of conjugal endearments ; and he chooses such Mends 
a* it is a virtue in him to desert (i. 157). If vice itself could be 
excused, there is yet a certain display of it, a certdn outrage to 
decency, and violation of public decorum, which, for the benefit 
of society, should never be forgiven. It is not that he kept 
a mistress at home, but that he constantly attended her abroad. 
It is not the private indulgence, hut the public insult of which 
I complain. The name of Miss Parsons would hardly have been 
known, if the first Lord of the Treasury had not led her in triumph 
through the Opera House, even in the presence of the Queen. 
When we see a man act in this manner, we may admit the 
shameless depravity of ttis heart, but what are we to think of his 
understanding? (i. 159). The condition of a king is often miser> 
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able, but it nquirad your Grace's aUlitiei to make it a 
(iL 97). We are authoriaed to conclude, that you mthet differed 
from your ccUeaguea, whow meararet you atiU afiect to defend, 
or that yoa thought the idmiiiististioii of the King's afiiits no 
longer tenable. You are at liber^ to choose between the hypo- 
crite and the oowBid. Your best fiienda are in doubt vhicb way 
they ihall indine. Your country unite* the characters, and givaa 
yon credit for them both. For my own part, I see nothing 
inconmstent in your conduct You began with betraying the 
people — you conclude with betraying the King (ii. 98). Yet you 
have other merit in abundance, — Mr. Hine, the Duke of Poi1>. 
land, and Mr. York e, — breach of tru«t, robbery, ajid murder. 
(^You would think it a compliment to your gallantry, if 1 added 
rape to the catalogue; — but the style of your amours secures you o , i 
from resistance (ii. 246).] WlQi what countenance dare you ,i. ' r . ' 
appear in the royal presence, branded as you are with the infamy -~ 
of a notorious breach of trust? With what countenance can you 
take your seat at the Treaiury board, or in council, when you fetl 
that every circulating whisper is at your expense alone, and staba 
you to the heart? Have you a single friend in parliament, so 
shameless, so thoroughly abandoned, as to undertake your defence? 
You know, my Lord, that there is not a man in either House, 
whose character, however flagitious, would not be ruined by 
mixing his reputation with yours; and does not your heart infonn 
you, diat you are degraded below the condition of a man, when 
you are obliged to hear these insults with submission, sjid even 
to thank me for my moderation? (ii. S9). And now, my good 
Lord, does not your conscious heart inform you, that the justice 
of retribution begins to operate, and that it may soon approach 
your person? Do you think that Junius has renounced the 
Middlesex election? or that the King's timber shall be refused 
to the Royal Navy with impunity? or that you shall hear no more 
of the sale of that patent to Mr. Hine, which you endeavoured 
to screen by suddenly dropping your prosecution of Samuel 
Vsugban, when the rule agunst him was made abstdute? I 
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bdieve, indeed, there never was sach an instancs in all the 
biatory of negi/^ve impodence. But it shall not save you. The 
veiy nuuhine you live in is a prelude to your disBohitkHi. (When 
yon are ripe, you ahall be phicked (iL 405). ) 

THE LUTTRELL8. 



There is a certain family in this country, on which nature seema 
to have entailed an hereditary basenesB of dtspoddon. Ab far aa 
thdr hiatory haa been known, the aon haa regularly improved 
upon Uie vice* of hia father, and has taken care to trananut diem 
pure and undimioiahed into the boaom of hia succeaaor. In the 
aenate their abilitiea have confined them to those humble, aordid 
aervices, in which the ecavengera of the ministry are usually 
employed. But in the memoirs of private treachery, the; stand 
first and nnriTalled (iL 403, note). When thia accomplished 
youth (Colonel LuttreU) declared himself the champion of govern- 
ment, the world waa busy in inquiring what honoura or emolu- 
ments could be a sufficient recompense to a young man of hia 
rank and fortune, for auhmitting to mark his entrance into life 
with the universal contempt and detestation of hia country. Hia 
noble father had not been so precipitate. To vacate Ml seat in 
Parliament — to intrude upon a coun^ in which he had no interest 
or connexion — to poiaeaa himself of another man's right — and to 
maintain it in defiance of public shame as well as justice, bespoke 
a degree of zeal or of depravity, which all the favour of a pioua 
prince could hardly requite. I protest, there is in this young 
man'i conduct a strain of prostitution, which, for its singularity, 
I cannot but admire. He has discovered a new line in the human 
character; he has degraded even the name of LuttreU, and 
gratified his father'a most sanguine expectationB (ii. ISS). An 
intimate connexion has long lubaiBled between Bradsbaw and 
the worthy Lord Imham. It sroae from a fortunate similarity 
of princ^es, cemented by the constant mediation of their common 
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frieDd, MiH Davii. Tet I confeu I Bhmild be tony that the 
opprobrioiu inbiny of this match should reach beyond the bmily. 
We have now a better reason than ever to pray for the long life 
of the belt of princes, and the wdfare of fail royal issue. I will 
not mix anfthing ominoui with my pnyen; but let Partiament 
look to it. A Luttrell abaU nerer nicceed to theCrown of England.* 
If (be hereditary virtues of the family deserre a kingdom, Scotland 
will be a proper retreat fot them (ii. 402). 

THE DUKE OF BEDFORD. 
You are bo little accustomed to receive any marks of respect 
or esteem Arom the public, that, if in the fdlowiog lines a com- 
pliment or expression of applause should escape me, I fear jrou 
would consideT it as a mockery of your established character, and 
perhtqH an insult to youi understanding. You have nice Feelings, 
my Lord, if we may judge from your resentments. Cautious, 
therefore, of giving offence, where you have so little deferred it, 
I shall leave the illustration' of your virtues to other hands. 
Your friends have a privilege to play upon the easiness of your 
temper, or possibly they are better acquainted with your good 
qualities than I am. You have done good by stealth. (.The 
rest is upon record; You have still led ample room for specu- 
lation when panegyric is exhausted (i. 231). I reverence the 
afBictions of a good man — his sorrows are sacied. But how can 
we take part in the distress of a man, whom we can neither love 
nor esteem ; or feel for a calamity of which he himself is insen- 
sible? Where was the father's heart, when he could look for, or 
find, an immediate consolation for the loss of on only son in con- 
sultations and harguDS for a place at Court; and even in the 
misery of balloting at the India House 1 (i. 238). Your history 
begins to be important at that auspicious period, at which you 
were deputed to represent the Earl of Bute at the Court of 
Versailles. It was an honourable office, and executed with the 
* The Duke of Cumberland had recently married Mrs. Horton, 
Colonel Luttrell 's sister. 
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same ijnrit with which it wai accepted. Your pstroni wanted an 
ambassador, who would submit to make concessions, without 
daiiiig to insist upon an; honourable condition for his Sovereign. 
Theit business requited a man who had as little feeling for his 
own digni^ as for the welfare of his countiyj and the; found 
him in the first rank of the nobiUt;. Belleisle, Ooree, Oauda- 
loupe, St. Lucia, Martinique, the Fishery, and the Havanna, are 
glorious monuments of your Grace's talents for negotiation. Mj 
Lord, we are too well acquainted with youi pecuniar; character, 
to think it possible thai so many public sacrifices should have 
been made, without aome private compensatious. Your conduct 
carries with it an internal evidence, beyond all the legal proo& 
of a court of justice (i. 239). Let us conrider you, then, as 
arrived at the summit of worldly greatneag ; let us suppose, that 
all your plans of avarice and ambition are accomplished ; and 
your most sanguine wishes gratified in the fear, as well as the 
hatred, of the people. Can age itself forget that you are now in 
the last act of life? Can grey bsirs make folly venerable? and ie 
there no period to be reserved for meditadon and retirement? 
For shame I my Lord : let it not be recorded of you, that the 
latest moments of your life were dedicated to the same unworthy 
pursuits, the same busy agitations, in which your youth and 
manhood were exhausted. Consider that, although you cannot 
disgrace your former life, you are violating the character of age, 
and exposing the impotent imbecilitf after you have lost the 
vigour of the passions (L 245). Your Mends will ask, perhaps, 
whither wiU this unhappy old man retire i Can he remain in the 
raetropoEs, where his life has been so often threatened, and his 
palace so often attacked ! If he returns to Wobum, scorn and 
mocker; await him. He must create a solitude round his estate, if 
he would avoid the face of reproach and derisioD. At Plymouth, his 
destruction would be more than probable ; at Exeter, inevitable. 
No honest Englishman will ever forget his attachment, nor any 
honest Scotchman forgive his treachery, to Lord Bute. At every 
town he enters he must change his liveries and his name. Which 
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erer wajr he fliei, tlw Hue-and-Cr; of the coonlij purmea lam. 
It it in vun, therefore, to ihift the scene. You can no mtm fly 
fWmi your enemin than from yonreelf. Peneented abroad, yon 
look into your own heart for contolatJon, and find nodiing but 
reproachei and de^air. But, my Lord, you may quit the field 
of buiineM, though not the field <^ danger : and though you 
cannot be «afe, you may ceaae to be ridiculoua. I feai you have 
listened too long to the advice of those penieioas fiiend^ iritli 
whose intereiti you hare sordidly united your own, and for whom 
you have sacrificed every thing that ongbt to be dear to a man 
of honour. They are itill heae enough to encourage the folliea of 
your age, as they once did the vicei of your youth. At little 
acquwnted with the rules of decorum, as with the laws cf 
morality, they will not Bufi'eT you to profit by experience, nor 
even to consult the propriety of a bad charactn-. Even now they 
tell you, that life is no more than a dramatic scene, in which the 
hero should preserve his conustency to the last, and that as you 
lived without virtue, you should die without repentance (i. 246). 
Sir William Draper may rest assured this worthy nobleman 
laughs, with equal indifference, at my leproacbes, and % 
William's distress about him. But here let it stop. Even the 
Duke of Bedford, insenaible as he is, will consult the tzanquillity 
of his life, in not provoking the moderation of my temper. If^ 
from the proibundest contempt, I should ever rise into anger, he 
should soon find that sll I have already said of him was lenily 
and cinnpassion (ii 18). 

LORD CHIEF JUSTICE MANSFIELD. 
Odk language has no term of reproach, the mind has no idea 
of detestation, which has not already been happily ap^died to 
you, and exhausted. Ample justice has been done by abler pens 
than mine to the separate merits of your lifb and character. Let 
it be my bumble office to collect the scattered sweets, till their 
united virtues torture the sense (ii 161). When I acknowledge 
your abilities, yon may believe I am sincere. I feel tra human 
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original attMhnient to the Pretender (to whom hia deareit brother 
WM canftdcntiBl lecretary) ii a virtue of the Grtt magnitude. 
But the hour of impeachment will come, uid neither he nor 
Grafton shall eieape me (iL 355). The distiuction between 
Jomg wrMtg and opoiding to do right l>elongs to Lord MiuiBfleld. 
Junhu djylp'"™ it (ii.817). A judge under the influence of 
goyemment may be honeit enough in the deciuon of private 
Cftuaei, yet a traitor to the public. When a Tictim ii marked 
out by the ministry, thia judge will offer hinuelf to perform the 
■aciifice. He will not icruple to pnwtitute his dignity, and 
betray the uuictily ot hia office, whenever an arlnlrBry p<Mnt 
ii to be carried for goremment, or the resentment of a court 
to be gratified (i. 60). Couridering the situation and abilities 
of Lord Mansfield, I do not scruple to affirm, with the most 
solemn appeal to God for my sincerity, that, in my judgment, 
he is the very wont and most dangerous man in the lungdom. 
Thus far I have done my dut^ in endeavouring to bring him to 
punishment. But mine is an inferior ministerial office in the 
temple of justice. I have hound the victim, and draped him 
to the sltar (ii 443). 

LORD NORTH. 
Wao is Lord North T The son of a poor unknown Earl, who 
four years ago was a needy commissioner of the Treasury for 
the benefit of a subsistence, and who would have accepted a 
commission of hackney-coaches upon the same terms. The 
politics of Carlton House, finances picked up in Mr. Gieuville's 
ante-chamber, and the elocution of a DemosVhenes, endeavouring 
to speak plain with pebbles in his mouth, form the stuffing of that 
figure tliat calls itself minister, that does homage to the Princess 
Dowager, and says, "Madam, I am your man!" (iiL317). This 
graceful minister is oddly constructed. His tongue is a little 
too big for his mouth, and liis eyes a great deal too big for their 
sockets. Every part of his person sets natural proportion at 
defiance. At this present writing, his head is supposed to be 
much too heavy for his shoulders (ii. 12S, note). 
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LORD BARRINGTON. 

Havino nothing better to do, 1 propose to entertain myself and 
the public wilh torturing that • • • • Bamngton, but be careful 
not to have it known to have come from me. Such an insig- 
nificant creature is not worth the generous rage of Junius (i.24T). 
Beudes the ungular good fortune of never being himself a moment 
out of place, he has had extraordinary success in providing for 
every branch of his fitmily. One brother was a general officer, 
witli a re^ment and chief command at Quadaloupe. A second is 
high in the navy, with a regiment of marinei. A third is a judge, 
and the fmirlh ii a biahop. Tet this is the man who compluni l&at 
he get* notMng I (iii. 454). The people of this country will never 
fbrget DOT forgive the inhuman part he took in the tEait of 
St. George's Fields. Other secretaries at war hAve ordered out 
troops to assist the civil magistrate. For this man it was reserved, 
to give it under his hand, that he rejoiced and exulted in the blood 
of his fellow subjecU (iii. 456). While that hloody scene was 
acting, where was the gentle Bairingtonf Was he righing at the 
feet of antiquated beauty? Was he dreaming over the loo-table? 
or, was he more innocently employed in combing her ladyship's 
lap-dogt (iiL 436). You are not insensible of the scorn and 
hatred of the world, though you take no care to avoid it. When 
the bloody Banington — that silken, fkwning courtier at 8i James's 
— that stem and insolent minister at the war-office, is pointed 
out to universal contempt and detestlkliou ; you smile, indeed, 
but the last agonies of the hysteric pasuon are painted in your 
countenance. Your cheek betrays what passes within you, and 
your whole frame is i& convulsions (iii. 431). The proceedings 
of this wretch are unaccountable. There must be some mystery 
in it, which I hope will soon be discovered to liis confusion. Nest 
to the Duke of Grafton, I verily believe that the blackest heart 
in the kingdom belongs to Lord Bamngton (i. 254). 
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LORD T0WN8HEND. 
Wht Is that wretched creature, Lwd Tovmahend, nuuiituned 
in Iielandl Ib it not uniTenally known that the ign<^aiice, 
preaumption, and inci^adty of that man, have ruined the King's 
afiaire in Ireland T — that he hai in a great meamire, deMmyed the 
polideal dependence of that country upon Great Britain! But 
he too, U an unconnected being, without any hope of support 
but in the protection of Lord Bute and the Princeu Dowager 
(iiL 319). 

THE EARL OF SANDWICH. 
Hii Majerty, who judges of men by thrir moral characters, 
hat discorered at laat that this nobleman a ai well qualified for 
' one pint as another. Hii religion would do honour to a mitrCi, 
If he were Archbishop of Canterbury, the Princess Dowager of 
Wnles could not do better than make him her father confessor. 
In the primitive spirit of Christianity they might em^eu to one 
imolhtr (iiL 309). The chmce and preference of the most profltr 
gate character in the kingdom may suit well enough mth the 
substantial purposes of Cailton Hons^, but how does it connst 
with the hypocritical decorum of St. James's ? What tqiinioa 
are we to entertain of the piely, chastity, and integrity of the 
best of Princes, when tn the l^e of England and of all Europe, he 
takes such a man as Sandwich to his bosom ! (iii, 320). Let ua 
hear no more of the piety of St. James's, To talk of morals or 
devotion in such company is a scandalous insult to common sense, 
and a still more scandalous mockery of religion (iii. 331). 

THE EARLS OF BUTE AND CHATHAM. 
To create or foment co^Aision, to sacrifice* the honour of a king, 
or to destroy happiness of a nation, requires no talent, but a 
natural itch for doing mischief. We have seen it performed for 
years luccessiTely, with a wantonness of triumph, by a man wba 
had neither abilities nor personal interest, nor even common 
perBoual courage (Lord Bute). It has been posnble for a noto- 
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rimu coward, skulking under a petticoat, to make ■ great natioa 
ihe prey of his avarice and ambition. But I trust th* time ia not 
very &r distant when we shall Bee him dragged forth from hiaretire- 
ment, and forced to answer aererely for all the mischiefe be hath 
tetught upon us. It ia not above a twelvemonth ago since all 
hif arte might have been defeated, and the venomous spider itaelf 
cftught and trampled on in its own webs. It was then hia good 
fiirtuae to corrupt one man, from whom we least of all expected 
so base an apoatacj (the Earl of Chatham). Who, indeed, could 
have suspected, that it should even consist with the spirit or 
understanding of that petaon, to accept of a sfaare of power under 
a pemicious court minion, whom he himself had afiiicted to detest 
or despise, aa much as he knew he was detested and despised bj 
the whole nation } I will not censure him for the avarice of a 
pension, nor the metanchol; ambition of a title. These were 
^ects which be perha.ps looked up to, though the rest of the 
world thought tbem far beneath his acceptance. But to become 
the stalking-borsB of a stallion, to shake hands with a Scotchman 
at the hazard of catching all bis infamy; to fight under his 
auspices against the constitution ; and to receive the word from 
him, prerogative and a thistle (by the once- respected name of 
Pitt) ; it is even below contempt May that union, bonourabla 
as it is, subsist forever! maytbey continue to smell atone thistle, 
and not be separated even in death I (iL 466). 

THE EARL OF HILLSBOROUGH. 

Thai you are a civil, polite person, is true. Few men under- 
stand the little morals better, m observe the great ones less, than 
your Lordsbip. You can bow and smile in an honest man's face 
while you pick bis pocket. These are the virtues of a Court in 
which your education has not been neglected. In any other 
school, you might have learnt that simplicity and integrity are 
worth them all. Sir Jeffery Amberat was fighting the battles 
of this country while you, my Lord, the darling child of prudence 
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aad urbani^, were praetuing the gsDeroua arts of a courtier, 
and Becuring an honourable intereit in the ante-cbambec of a 
aTounte (tiL 147). 

THE EARL OF SHELBURNE. 
Tarn life of tbii young man is a satire on mantdud. The 
treachery which deserta a Mend, might be a rirtae compared to 
the fawning baaenen which attachea itself to a declared enemy. 
LoTd Chatham iMcame hia idol, introduced bim into the most 
difficult departments of the atate, and left him there to shift foe 
bimaelf. Jt was s masterpiece of revenge. Unconnected, unsup- 
ported, he remains in office without interest or dignity, aa if the 
income were an equivalent for ell loss of reputation. Without 
epirit or judgment to take an advantageoua moment of retiiing, 
he lubmita to be inaulted as long aa he is paid for it (iii. 173). 

SIR.EDWARD HAWKE. 
I cannot mention the name of Sir Edward Hawke without 
concern. How unfortunate it is, that a heart unacquunted with 
fear should have ao little sense of propriety and decorum! I 
should be sorry to puzzle him with intricate questions, either 
of policy or morals, but there are some distinctians within the 
reach of even hii understanding. In his situatiou it particularly 
became him to regulate his conduct by the judgment of the 
public. Though not expected to think for himself, he might have 
taken a generous part with the Mends of his country, and stiU 
have been respected for the integrity of his intentions. To what a 
poor, insigniiicBUt condition bashe now reduced bimaelf! (iii. 249). 

LORD HALIFAX. 
What merit has Lord Hali&x? The issue of general wsjrants 
— the oppoaition of hia privilege, for years ti^etber, to the laws 
of hia country — prostitution in private life, and poverty in the 
extreme (iii. 320). 
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LORD WEYMOUTH. 
Lord Weymouth had distinguished himself in hia first employ- 
ment by a Bpirited, if not judicious, conduct. He had animated 
the civil ma^Btrati heyond the tone of civil author!^, and had 
directed the operation* of the army to more than military execu- 
tion. Recovered from the errors of his youth, from the disljac- 
tion of play, and the bewitching smiles of Burgundy, behold him 
exerting the vhole strength of his clear, unclouded faculties in 
the service of the Crovm, It vras not the heat of midnight 
excesses, nor ignorance of the Uts, nor the tluious spirit of the 
house of Bedford : no, Sir, when thia respectable minister inter- 
posed his antboiity between the magistrate and the people, and 
signed the mandate on which, for aught he knew, the lives of 
thousands depended, he did it from the deliberate motion of his 
heart, supported by the best of his judgment (i. 57). 

SIR WILLIAM BLACKSTONE. 
Dr. Blackslone is Solicitor to the Queen. The Doctor recol- 
lected that be had a place to preserve, though he forgot that he 
had a reputation to lose. We have now the good fortune to 
understand tbe Doctor's principles as well as writings. For the 
defence of truth, of law, and reason, the Doctor's book may be 
safely consnlted;f but whoever wishes to cheat a neighbour of his 
estate, or to rob a country of its rights, need make no scruple 
ofconsnlting the Doctor bunselfCi. lS8).j 

THE REV. MR. HORNE. 
Pehhit me to recommend this Gentleman to your Grace's pro- 
tection. You will find him copiously gifted with those qnalitieB 
of the heart which usually direct you in the choice of your 
ftiendships. He too was Mr. Wilkes's friend, and as incapable 
as you are, of the liberal resentment of a gentleman. No, my 
Lord ; it was the soUtary vindictive maUce of a monk, brooding 
over the infirmities of his friend, until he thought they quickened 
into public life; and feasting with a rancorous rapture, upon the 
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sordid catalogue of Ma diitreawB. Now let him go back to hia 
cloister. The church is a proper retreat for him. In hia princi- 
plea he ia already a Bishop (iL 25 Q). 

THE NORTH BRITONS. 

(a STDDI, ttOl FEOH BATDRE.) 

Pebhix me to begin with paying- a tribute to Scotch sincerity 
whererer I find it I own I am not apt to confide in the profea- 
uons of gentlemen of that country, and when they smile I feel an 
involuntary emotion to guard myeelf agunat mischief (ii. 160). 
Aa to the Scotch, I muat suppose your Majesty's heart and 
understanding so biassed from your earliest infancy in Iheii 
favour, that nothing less than your own ntigfortunes can undeceive 
you. Appearances are, however, in their fevour; so strongly 
indeed that one would think they had foi^otten that you are 
their lawful King, and had mistaken you for a Pretender to the 
Crown. Let it be admitted then, that the Scotch are aa sincere 
in their present professions aa if you were in reality not an 
Englishman, but a Briton of the North. You would not be the 
first Prince of their native country against whom they have 
rebelled, nor the first whom they have basely betrayed. Have 
you foigotten, Sir, or has your favourite concealed from yon that 
part of our history, when the unhappy Charles (and he too had 
private virtues) fled irom the open avowed indignation of his 
English subjects, and surrendered himself at discretion, to the 
good faith of bis own countrymen ? Without looking for support 
in their affections, as subjects, he applied only to their honour, as 
gentlemen, for protection j^-they received him, aa they would 
your Majes^, with bows, and smiles, and falsehood, and kept 
him until they had settled their bargain with the English Parlia- 
ment, then basely sold their native King to the vengeance of his 
enemies. This, Sir, was not the act of a few traitoia, but the 
deliberate treachery of a Scotch Parliament, representing the 
nation (ii 27S). 
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